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THE M NUTES OF THE REGULAR CI TY COUNCI L MEETI NG HELD
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M

The Meeting was called to order at 1:30 p.m Present: Counci
Chai rperson Shoecraft; Council Menbers: Canp, Cook, Fortenberry,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Joan Ross, Deputy City derk

The Council stood for a nmonent of silent neditation

READI NG OF THE M NUTES

MCROY Havi ng been appointed to read the mnutes of the City Counci
proceedi ngs of Nov. 13, 2000, reported having done so, found sane
correct.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy. Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

MAYOR S AWARD OF EXCELLENCE

Mayor Wesley: M. Chairman, nmenbers of the City Council. It's a
pl easure to join you again to discuss this nonths, actually October's
Award of Excellence w nners. Li nda Fl aherty and Charl ene Wi sbey and

woul d they cone forward. Linda and Charlene are both energency service
di spatchers for the 911 Center? They were nonm nated by a co-worker the
Mayor's Award of Excellence in the categories of safety and valor as a
result of a call they received on the 18th of July. At approxi mately
10: 15 p.m Linda answered a phone call from the clerk at Kabredlo's
Conveni ence Store. The first words fromthe clerks nouth was there's a
man here holding a gun to ny head threatening to blow ny head off. That's
pretty scary. Wthin 30 seconds the call was forwarded to Charlene for
Pol i ce di spatch. The taped phone conversation outlines the events of the
next few mnutes as follows. The man with the gun continues to verbally
threaten the clerk and demands he put the phone down. Linda tells the
clerk to do as he says. The clerk lays the phone down as Linda continues
to nmonitor the call keeping Charl ene apprai sed of the situation. The nan
with the gun continues to vyell and threaten the <clerk denanding
cigarettes. The clerk hands the nan a carton of cigarettes. The man
abruptly | eaves the store. During the man's absent the clerk picks up the
phone | ong enough to give a description of the man with the gun. Charlene
relays this information to the Police units responding to the call.
Shortly thereafter the nan with the gun re-enters the store threatening
the clerk and causing the clerk to again lay the phone on the counter. A
Police cruiser arrives and the man with the gun exits the store. Charlene
continues to talk to the clerk until a Police Oficer can enter the store.
Because of the exenplary teammork of these two di spatchers Lincoln Police
Oficers were able to take the man with the gun into custody within 3
m nutes of the original call w thout anyone getting hurt. So please join
me in congratulating Linda and Charlene for their excellent work.
(appl ause) Now, I'mtold the clerk fromKabredl o's was invited, is Shawn
here? | tell you if he was here I'd think he'd be happi er than any of us.
about the great work that you did in saving his life and taking care of
that situation. Is there anybody else that w shes to say anything on
their behalf? Well, | tell youthe Cty of Lincoln is sure proud of what
you did and 1'd like to congratulate you. Do you want to say anything?

Char | ene Wi sbey: No. Yup, you told what we did.

Mayor Wesely: Anyway congratul ations again. Thank you from City
Council and mnyself and all of us in the City for excellent contribution

This matter was taken under advi senent.

PUBLI C HEARI NG

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF YVONNE C. JONES FOR WHI TEHEAD O L COVPANY DBA * U STOP
CONVENI ENCE SHOP" AT 3244 CORNHUSKER HI GHWAY - Yvonne Jones, 5800 Col by
St., took oath & cane forward to answer any questions.
This matter was taken under advi senent.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3287 - APPLICATION OF LINCOLN LAND & MORTGAGE COWPANY FOR A
CHANGE OF ZONE FROM R-3 RESIDENTIAL TO R 1 RESIDENTIAL ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT SOUTH 73RD STREET AND THOVASBROOK LANE - J.D. Burt,
Li ncol n Land and Mortgage: Here on behalf of Lincoln Land and Mortgage.
This application for change of zone is nothing nore than to realign a
zoning line to a proposed property line to let the existing home have a
little extra yard on the east side of their home. |'d be happy to answer
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any questions.
This matter was taken under advi senent.

VACATI NG A PORTI ON OF SOUTH 16TH STREET I N NEAR VAVRI NA BOULEVARD LOCATED IN
VAVRI NA MEADOWS - Rick Krueger, President of Krueger Devel opnent: I'm
here to answer any questions and ask that you suspend the rules and vote
on this today if possible.

Jerry Shoecraft, Council Menber: Just nunber 57

M. Krueger: Yeah, just nunber 5.

M. Shoecraft: | don't think there's anything related toit. W'll
just wait and see if there's anything anybody out there before Council
nmakes a deci sion.

Col een Seng: Planning Staff. This is what | asked this norning.
What we have in force that's what Staff recommended?

Ray Hill, Planning Dept.: Qur recommendation is that just the bulb
part of the street be vacated and |I'mnot sure whether that's the way the
ordinance is drafted or not, but that was the recomendation is that the
street would still continue through as a full width street, but we just
vacated the little bulbs part of it.

Ms. Seng: Who can answer that? That's what asked about this
norning in Directors.

M. Shoecraft: Maybe you can | ook at the | egislation side then cone
back to address us.

M. Hill: Let me talk with Dana and see what's in this. |'mnot
sure about it.

Jeff Fortenberry: Ray, explain the Planning Comission's deletion
of the traffic cal m ng device.

M. HII: Well, right now the plat was approved with the circle.
At this particular location we have a prelinmnary plat that basically
relocates it to the south at another intersection

M. Fortenberry: This is just semantics?

M. HIll: Yes. It's just basically moving the calning circle from
one |l ocation to another |ocation

Jonat han Cook: It was ny understanding that, that, that deleted
itemjust renoved the requirenent that a new |l ocation be approved ahead of
this vacation. |If we're expecting an alternative location for a traffic
cal ming device that itemwould have required that that alternate | ocation
be approved before we approve this vacation that was del eted so we can go
ahead with this vacation. Later on we'll get an approval for

M. HIlI: There was a prelimnary plat in the process that shows
the, this calmng device or circle to nobve it south to another
i ntersection.

M. Shoecraft: We'll cone back to it when we get an answer to
Col een' s question.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

VACATI NG A PORTI ON OF PI NE LAKE ROAD FROM THE WEST LI NE OF LAZY ACRES SUBDI VI SI ON
WEST TO THE RAI LROAD RI GHT- OF- WAY, GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF SOUTH 14TH
STREET AND PI NE LAKE RQAD;

AMENDI NG THE CORPORATE LIMTS OF THE CI TY BY ANNEXI NG APPROX. 45 ACRES OF
PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT S. 14TH ST. & MOCKI NGBI RD LANE NORTH,;
ACCEPTI NG AND APPROVI NG THE PRELI M NARY PLAT OF W LDERNESS PARK ESTATES | NCLUDI NG
WAI VERS FOR CURB & GQUTTERS, SIDEWALKS, STORMMTER DETENTI ON, AND STREET
TREES, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF SOUTH 14TH STREET AND

MOCKI NGBl RD LANE;

SPECIAL PERM T 1832 - APPLICATION OF GECRGE AND KATHY MECHLI NG TO DEVELCP
W LDERNESS PARK ESTATES COVMUNITY UNIT PLAN CONSI STING OF 19 DWELLI NG
UNI TS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT SOQUTH 14TH STREET AND MOCKI NGBI RD
LANE - Tom Caj ka, Ross Engi neering: Here on behalf of the developer. [|'m
here to answer any questions you m ght have. The prelimnary plat and
C. U P. was approved by Planning Conmission on My 3rd and one of the
requi renents before it could go to City Council was to vacate Pine Lake
Road, er a portion of Pine Lake Road which has been approved by Pl anning
Conmi ssion on Novenber 1st. I'm here if you have any additional
guesti ons.

M ke Rierden, 645 M St., Suite 200: Appearing on behalf of several
owners of lots in the Lazy Acres Addition which is to the east of this
particul ar proposal. | visited with these property owners Friday and they
asked me to cone forward and express their concerns, not necessarily in
opposition. They accept the fact that this probably will happen as far as
t he annexation and the other issues involved here. But, they wanted nme to
put on the record or state on the record that they will be com ng forward.
They're very concerned about the |ack of paving and with the increase in
traffic appears to themthere's going to be a traffic dust type of problem
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out there so they're going to be coming forward with a request for or an
application for a inprovenent district for the paving on the road and
perhaps for the sewer and the water with that. | know these i ssues aren't
in front of you today, but they just wanted ne to cone forward and express
their views to you.

M. Cook: So there would just be a paving district for Mckingbird
Lane as it leads into the new subdivision Lazy M Acres. Wuld the other
one be included, the | oop?

M. Reirden: The | oop road?

M. Cook: Yeah.

M. Reirden: | think right nowtheir intent is just the Mckingbird
Lane.

Ms.  Seng: Are you representing those property owners on
Mocki ngbird? 1Is that what you said?

M. Reirden: | think with the exception of one |'mrepresenting all
of those that abut Mockingbird Lane.

Jeanette Stull, no address given: | represent Lincoln Public
School s and | would be here just in with regard to nunber on the petition
to vacate. W are one of the abutting property owners wanting this

portion of the Pine Lake Road right-of-way to be vacated because it's not
actually being used as a road. Just to clear up title. W do have sone
i ssues with regard to paynent on the property, but | don't understand that
this probably is the forumto deal with that. Let ne knowif |'mm staken
there. Does anybody have any questions?

M. Fortenberry: W might actually have to settle on what the forum
is for dealing with those i ssues because | know that's of sone concern as
wel | .

Ms. Stull: Yeah, we had been inforned by the City Attorney's Ofice
back in Septenber that the City wouldn't be assigning any value to this
smal |l strip of |and. But, | did get the report on Friday where the
Apprai ser had assigned a value. |Is that sonething that | can just deal

with Council after, after this is all done today, or should we have raised
t hat ?

M. Fortenberry: | would suggest you raise it.

Ms. Stull: Now? OK Well basically that would take care of it.
Back in September | had been told by Rick Peo at the City Attorney's
Ofice that the City would not be assigning a value to this land since
it's sinply a statutory easenent and the City's not claimng full title to
the property. But, then on Friday | received the report fromthe Cerk
saying that we would be responsible for half of the fair nmarket val ue of
t he property whi ch woul d be about 16 or 1700 dollars that we woul d have to
pay. |'ve been in contact with M. Peo, but he because of sone scheduling
conflicts that he had he wasn't able to confirm everything and get that
settled. He was of the understanding that he had told ne that we woul dn't
have to be paying for the property and he was going to try and get to the
bottom of the whole thing later on.

Deputy C erk: That's my understanding as well. There was sone
confusion and | did send a letter fromthe Uerk's Ofice, but | also did
visit with Rick Peo a second tine on Friday and he did state that he felt
that probably there would not be a dollar anount, but he would work with
you on that.

Ms. Stull: OK great. Thanks.
Loui se Kiner, 1141 S. Mockingbird Lane: I own a home on South
Mocki ngbird Lane. It's for sale and |'ve had a | ot of interested buyers.

| have one buyer | had the hone sold to and |'ve owned the property for
over 40 years and have lived there 20 years and it's a beautiful piece of
property, beautiful hone, and | had the house sold and she checked into
this paving and annexation and said it would cost $35,000 to do all this
and | really could not, ny hone has been apprai sed at a certain anount of
noney and she wanted to cut back on the price of ny home and | wasn't
ready. | didn't have enough know edge about what was goi ng to happen out
there or if you're just going to approve paving on the North Mckingbird
Lane or go around the horseshoe and take all the property owners into that
paving. And, | don't object to that. My husband and I, had we stayed
there, would be very nuch in favor of it. And, that's what | want to
know, are you going to take the whole Mbckingbird division into that
paving and the sewer? W have natural gas and electricity and a septic
tank right now.

M. Shoecraft: Roger could you answer her specific question please?

Roger Figard: | might need some help from Pl anni ng.
Ms. Kiner: It makes it a little hard for ne to sell ny house.
M. Figard: |I'mnot sure | fully understood the question. If, |

think I heard the gi st was what other infrastructure i nprovenents mi ght be
requi red east of this proposed plat in and al ong exi sting Mocki ngbird Lane
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west, south, east, and north. |Is that the question?

Ms. Kiner: It'lIl be south of the North Mockingbird Lane. It would
be South Mocki ngbird Lane right on the horseshoe bend here. See this is
north and then | Ilive right down here. And, this is to the east
subdivision in Wl derness Park Estate and we are down here. W each own
approxi nately an acre.

M. Figard: Uh-huh. And, what's your question?

Ms. Kiner: If they're, they're planning on paving our road when
they're going to paving this road and taking these properties, we would
probably be annexed, but we want to know how nmuch it's going to cost us
down there.

M. Figard: Mke can you help with what actual conditions are being
requested for the plat to the west and then | can help you with sone of
the rest of the how that woul d happen?

M ke DeKal b, Planning Dept.: The plat to the west is proposing to
pave within it's boundaries. There is no proposal by anybody that | know

of to create a paving district for the Lazy Acre Subdivision. But, | think
the question's been asked if it were to be created what the general nunber
m ght be.

M. Figard: OK Does Council understand the question? Do you want
me to put up a picture of the existing Mckingbird? In general round
nunbers if, in fact, we were going to be | ooking at water and sewer to the
existing plats, the existing lots in and around Mocki ngbird you' re tal ki ng
i n the nei ghborhood of $7500 per |ot each water and sewer. |'mnot sure
| have a clue yet on paving. W wouldn't be in a position reconmending to
Counci| that all of Mckingbird Lane west, south, or east necessarily be
paved. | think you do create a situa..., we have a situation between the
new plat and back over 14th Street on Mckingbird Lane. To the north
you've got a gravel road now connecting froman arterial street into a

subdi vision. There will be dust at tinmes. There will be nud at tinmes.
There nmay be increased pressure to pave that by those who drive through or
those that |ive adjacent to it. Council would have the authority, |

bel i eve, to suggest to the devel opnment to the west that they pave and pay
for the paving in Mckingbird Lane North. It could be done as part of an
assessnent district. The water main needs to come down Mockingbird Lane
to the north to get to the new subdivision. Council, as a condition of
this plat, and annexation could require the new devel oper to pay the ful

cost of that water main in Mckingbird Lane North or it could be done as
an assessnent district and then assessed against the abutting property.
| think those are sone of the options that you have in front of you to do
that and | apol ogi ze for not having a nunber on the paving if we got into

a paving district. |I'mnot sure that fully answered your question. W
woul dn't ...

Ms. Kiner: | don't want to be unfair to ny, the person who buys ny
home. | want themto be fully aware of what is coning

M. Figard: OK, so .

Ms. Kiner: M only comrent because |'m 100%in favor of it, but I
get a little objection from peopl e asking about it.

M. Figard: |If | understand the plat and the i nprovenents that are
in front of you is paving in the subdivision being annexed and platted,
there woul d have to be water and sewer for those lots. Sewer can be built
to t he new subdi vi si on wi t hout touchi ng any of the Mockingbird area to the
east, but the water main nmust come in front of Mckingbird North to get
over and serve the new subdivision. So that water nmain has to be built
and a decision would need to be made on how that woul d be financed.

M. Fortenberry: Roger, would it be fair to say that a paving
district is unlikely so those associated costs on the loop road in al
probability wouldn't come about, but sewer and water district assessnents
inall likelihood will in the near term Wuld that be a fair assessnent?

M. Figard: And, the sewer can be deferred until such time as the
property al ong Mockingbird wanted it because the sewer conmes in fromthe

west. It cones through the new plat and then stops The water has to cone
fromthe east, but | think that's a fair assessment, yes Jeff.
Jonat han Cook, Council Menber: Let's see if | wunderstood on the

water line. The water line can either be paid for by the devel oper and
serve only the new subdivision or it can be partly assessed agai nst the
property owners along the way and then they could hook up to it or ...no?

M. Figard: No, | don't think that's ... what | said was the water
main to serve the new subdivision nust be built in Mckingbird Lane North
and that runs along the existing plat that's there today. That could be
done one of two ways. The devel oper could pay the full cost. | think the
existing property owners out there when annexed could connect to that
water at no cost or it could be done as part of an assessnent district and
t hen assessed agai nst the abutting properties.
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M. Cook: How would that decision be nade whether it goes agai nst
the devel oper entirely? |If the developer is paying for it entirely the
honeowners along the way get a benefit from that because they now have

access to water and they could hook up to it at little cost why, | guess,
why woul d we chose one over the other and when do we nmke that decision?
M. Figard: I think that's what you have to search your soul a

little bit about in sonme of these areas where we've got the rural
subdi visions out there is when these plats cone in you're placing an
urbani zed concept in front of them and who should pay. You know, we, |
thi nk we had sone of those issues that we're struggling with out in Mar-
Ma- Ra- Lo Hei ghts that very issue. Qut there the devel oper agreed to pay
for the water main that cane into his subdivision so part of that rural
subdi vi si on now has water and won't have to pay for it.

M. Cook: In this case, though, have you had discussions with the
devel oper, Lazy M Acres Subdivision?

M. Figard: | personally have not. If ny staff has |'m not
famliar with those so | don't want to be presunptuous to say that they're
willing to do that or have nade any concessions to do any of that,
Jonat han

M. Fortenberry: If Steve could cone forward as well because he
wor ked on the annexation i ssues on the other part of the Mockingbird Lane
area and | think that, you ought to give an update as to where that is and
how it relates to this particular project.

Steve Hendrichsen: In terns of the annexation that was sonething
that was first proposed in October of '95 and City Council put on the
Pendi ng List |ast October of '99. Basically, that was waiting for the
prelinmnary plat to cone forward and now t hat you have a prelininary plat
in front of you one of the issues of the annexati on was about the sewer
cost and the plat shows that a good portion of the sewer costs are being
paid by the WIderness Park Estates property owners because they're
bringing the sewer linein fromthe west and it'll stop just short of Lazy
Acres. In terns of the water, that's the question about the district for
the prelimnary plat area to be devel oped. The water has to cone in from
the opposite direction, conmes in from 14th Street down Mockingbird Lane
North. And, there will be a separate issue before you at some point in
the future when that water district cones forward it'll be the question as
to should the devel oper pay the entire cost of that and not approve the
district, should the developer pay sone portion of it or how that
assessnent is set up, but that question is not in front of you today.
And, then the paving is not a requirenent to the prelimnary plat. Paving
is not a requirement of the annexation either. So, that could be an item
that coul d be several years off when you see how the residents if they're
i nterested in having Mckingbird Lane North paved because they're seeing
nore people using to go into this new subdivision. Does that answer the

guestions you're looking at or ...?

M. Fortenberry: Yeah. | think it's, |I don't knowif Ms. Kiner
wanted to get in that broad of discussion, but | think the i ssue goes back
to another several houses for sale there. So, to elimnate the

uncertainty for a potential buyer what is likely to come forward in terns
of cost assessnment back to, in her particular question, the | oop the part
that property owners along the loop road to the south.

M. Henrichsen: At this point there aren't any sanitary sewer
districts at all proposed. | don't believe there's any paving districts
proposed and | do believe there's discussions underway for a water nain
district, but at this point only in Mckingbird Lane North. The residents
of Lazy Acres may find that there nay be sone cost saving in doing the
wat er for all of Mckingbird Lane North and Mocki ngbird Lane South at the
sanme tinme, but in terms of just this plat the only one that is necessary
i s Mocki ngbird Lane North. Certainly anytine sonebody has cal | ed us about
this and |'ve received |lots of calls over the | ast several years we try to
explain that, but also explain a water or sewer district. |f anyone of
the residents in there suddenly had problens with their well or their
septic it's hard for us to tell you, well it will be at least four or five
years off, because if anybody's well or septic went bad they could cone
forward and request a district. So, we |l et themknow that it could be one
nonth after annexation or it could numerous years.

George Mechling, North Carolina: |'mone of the devel opers here to
answer any questions you night have.

M. Canp: George | have a quick question. What's the Min Lazy M
Acres stand for?

M. Mechling: Mechling.

M. Fortenberry: Steve could you cone back forward? It is
unnecessary, | mean | understand you corrected, to have any type of
di scussion right now as to who is going to pay the cost of the water nain
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as it is extended to 14th Street to the east.
M. Henrichsen: That is correct. It could be anitem it could be
an itemleft to the future. At this point if the prelimnary plat gets
approved they will not be able to final plat those lots until they've

addressed how the water's going to get there. Posted a bond, got to have
a water district approved, etc.

Tom Caj ka, no address given: | just wanted to nmake a conment that
we had net with the neighbors of Lazy Acres to the east before we went to
Pl anni ng Conmi ssion and at Planning Comr ssion they had voiced their
support of the plat. And, | guess you're, | was just going to put this up
and nmaybe make it a little clearer. | just wanted to point out that the
sewer, the sanitary sewer where it comes from down here there's an
easenent that runs between Lots 5 & 6 along the street and then between
Lots 9 & 10 anot her easenent that brings it over to our east bound. W're
bringing the sanitary sewer over to these boundaries between our
devel opnent and Lazy Acres. The water does conme from 14th Street down
Mocki ngbird Lane, but we have requested a, probably have that paid by a

district. Streets within WIderness Park Subdivision are all paved
streets.
M. Mechling: I did have one point that | wanted to nake while

here, there's been sone confusion about the subdivisons. The subdivision
to the east is called Lazy Acres and to the west as far as we've known
that's al ways been referred to as Lazy M Acres. This was the distinction
that ny father nade at the tine that he got the east part platted with the
County. My Mother receives her taxes as Lazy M Acres, however, there
appears to be sonme sort of absence in the City or County records to that
affect that this thing is called Lazy M Acres. And, 1've subnmitted a
letter fromm Mther to Ms. Ross here for file to, you know, possibly
correct that discrepancy because you never know where sonething |ike that
m ght end up. It nmay be opening up sone |oop holes of sort that would
| ead to sone m schievous on the part of, you know, whoever m ght see a way
of taking advantage of it. Now, if youlike | would read this letter, if
you don't mind, and finish ..

Ms. Seng: W have it.

M. Mechling: OK thank you very nuch.

M. Fortenberry: You did just hear the comment by the devel oper
that they've proposed this water district?

M. Henrichsen: Yes, and again the water district will be an item
that could come before you separately to address if you choose to handl e
it that way at sone future date to decide should the devel oper, what
portion should they pay if any of that district cost.

M. Fortenberry: It didn't necessarily inply an assessnent district
it's just they're applying for the district.

M. Henrichsen: And that's, perhaps Roger can ..

M. Figard: That's the only kind of district we have is an
assessnent district paid for out of assessment revolving and laid back
agai nst the benefitted property.

M. Fortenberry: Let me clarify terns then. Picking up the entire
cost of the district in order to connect versus having property owners
along it paying a portion of the cost as well.

M. Figard: |If it were going to be, | guess there would be a couple
of ways to do that. The devel oper through an executive order agreenent
and negotiations with the property owners could work out a private
financial arrangement where he agreed to construct the water main and

recei ve sone noney back. If they truly want to come in with a district
situation where they're going to pay naybe a hi gher percentage through an
assessnment district that cost of the assessnent still mnust be assessed

agai nst the abutting property. It would have to be a separate agreenent
where the devel oper was agreeing to pay a portion of the property owners
assessnents. You can't do a partial assessment. He coul d subsidize a
district and some of those things, but the actual |evy notices would go
agai nst the abutting property owner and we'd have to nmake sure there was
sone mechanism Jeff, to make sure part of that got paid. But, if
approved it levies the cost of the benefit against the abutting property
and | think that's the only real district mechanismwe have at all.

M. Fortenberry: In that context that further negotiations would
take place, will you be involved in that or not necessarily?

M. Henrichsen: No not necessarily. The district, because again
the district may cone, it depends on the tine frame of the devel oper as to
when they want to come forward with the |ots.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

AVENDI NG THE 1994 LI NCOLN- LANCASTER COUNTY COWP. PLAN TO ADOPT THE BOULEVARD
CONCEPT FOR PUBLI C WAY CORRI DORS & TO | NCORPCRATE THE LI NCOLN FRI NGE AREA
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PRI MARY PUBLI C WAY CORRIDOR STUDY BY REFERENCE - N cole Fleck-Tooze
Planning Dept.: | guess I'd just like to open up with sone information
for you. First you have several notions to amend that you've either

recei ved previously or received in your packets for this week and I'd j ust
like to remind you what those are. The first is a notion to anend which
essentially incorporates the reconmmendation nade by the Planning
Conmission for a corridor that's 120" expanding to 130" at mle I|ine
i ntersections. The second notion to anend that you have in front of you
is a notion to anend for additional |anguage to the Conprehensive Plan
Anendrent to adopt sone | anguage which is proposed by the Pl anning Dept.,
the Public Wrks, and the Parks Departnments to try to reach a conprom se
on sone of the concepts that were discussed in a neeting with Kent
Seacrest and Mark Hunzeker and sone ot her fol ks, and that | anguage reads,
" the City and County will endeavor to work together on nethods requiring
right-of-ways in advance of the devel opnent and in establishing the nost
practical transition froma rural roadway to an urban section including
engi neering, grading, and initial paving". The potential for inclusion of
additional roads as public way corridors and the appropriate nunber of
lanes 2, 4 or 6 when in the City's three mle area and the County should
be further <considered and addressed in the adoption of the 2001
Conprehensive Plan. The third notion to anend that you have in front of
you then, is sonme |anguage that, | believe, was requested by one of our
Counci | nenbers based upon the | ast public hearing to identify a corridor
which is 140" at the intersections and 140' between the major mile |ane

i ntersections has al so been prepared for the Council. Those are the three
that you have before you. | would just |like to give you a little bit of
an overview of where we're at. At the request of the Council at the

Novenber 6th neeting we did neet with Kent Seacrest and Mark Hunzeker and
sone ot her interested citizens on Thursday, Novenber 9th and at that tine
we di scussed sone details that were brought forward by Kent Seacrest sone
things that he'd like to seek and include in the Public Way corridor
concept . We discussed a nunber of those different details and their
appropriateness to be included or not included wthin the Conprehensive
Pl an Arendnent and we did al so di scuss the possibility of wi thdraw ng the
application altogether. And, just as a rem nder |'ve put on the screen
what has already been approved with the long range transportation plan
which is essentially the nile |line section roadway framework that's been
identified for public way corridors showi ng 120" of right-of-way. So we
tal ked about that sort of being the starting point for this discussion.
W then had sone sort of follow up conversations which ended after a
neeting that we probably weren't entirely able to reach a concl usion at
and one of the discussions, Kent Seacrest had spoken with Lynn Johnson of
t he Parks Dept. about the possibility of trying to work out sone of these
details without withdrawi ng the application and waiting until next year to
address sone of these things. And, | think that the intent of that
di scussion was to try to look at whether there would be the possibility
for multiple additional neetings to try to work sone of these details.
And, the Parks Dept., the Planning Dept. and the Public Wrks Dept. agreed
that it may not be the best thing to withdraw the application. W do have
120" in the long range transportation plan, but what we're lacking is a
| ot of conmponents and el enents of the public way corridor and the basis
for making sone of the design standards and ordi nance provision changes
that we've tal ked about. So, what we then proposed, did propose the
addi ti onal | anguage that you have in your notion to anmend No. 2 and did
propose some |anguage to try to address the kind of issues that were
raised in concept in the text of the Conprehensive Plan Amendment. That
| anguage which was forwarded to Mark Hunzeker and Kent Seacrest the day
after we net which would have been Friday, Nov. 10th and we did ask for a
response back the Tuesday prior to this neeting. And, we didn't receive
a response at that tinme or an indication that there woul d be sone | anguage
forthcom ng although | did receive sone |anguage just before this item
came up today from Kent Seacrest. So, we really haven't had a chance to
review that |anguage. | think there's probably sone things in there that
woul d work and sonme other things that mght not be agreed to, so that's
where we're at today. A couple of items I'd just like to address that
have been raised in the past; one point that has been nade a couple of
different tinmes by sone nenbers of the devel opnent conmunity as a concern
that 9.6 acres of devel opable area would be lost within the square nile
and I'd just like to point out that at |east by my calculations that
acreage i s based upon a 140' corridor and at |east what's now before you
that was recommended by the Planning Conmmission is essentially a 120
corridor with 130" at intersections. So, not only would the acreage based
upon that calculation be reduced to 4.8 acres, but | think another point
to be nade, again we're really tal king about, what we have is a baseline
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today is what's outlined in the long-range transportation plan and we
al ready have 120" of right-of-way that's been approved with that plan.

So, what we're trying to nove forward, | guess, are sone of the innovative
concepts that we have for the public way corridor and the el enents that we
like to see within that corridor and how it is arranged. | think that

sone of the details that, and | know that Kent Seacrest has a notion to
anend and there's sonme things that he would like to see included within
the text of the Conprehensive Plan Amendnent. Certainly sone of those
things would be appropriate to discuss with the new Conprehensive Plan
this next year and the new |ong-range Transportation Plan and | think
there will be a lot of opportunities to discuss sone of those details.
One of the concerns about putting a lot of detail within the text of a
Conp Plan Amendnent is that it's intended to serve as a guide and if you
have too much detail then anytime anythi ng changes you're | ooki ng at doi ng
a Conprehensive Plan Anendment to address those changes. Wth that |'d
like to answer any questions and we can respond to the testinony.

Ri ch Dockhorn, 1310 W Q Street: I"'m a nmenber of the Mayor's
Pedestrian and Bicycle Cormittee and this first becane, canme before us in
July at 140'. W thought that was really a nice distance to have. And,
| understand after going through the Pl anni ng Conmi ttee process we're down
to 120' and we see that as being probably acceptable nminimumin order to
accommodat e a si dewal k on one side of the street and a trail on the other
side of the street and also, then, acconmpbdate acceptable space for a
confort zone between the traffic lane and the sidewalk and a trail. |
just wanted to be on record as being in support of the 120

Ti m Knotts, no address given: |'mrepresenting nyself and, but ny
interest in this issue is a result of ny being a menber of the |oca
Audubon Chapt er, Wachi ska Audubon, and our concern is primarily in purging
and the retention and increase of green space, and wildlife habitat for
wildlife birds and other creatures. And, neking, indirectly naking
Lincoln a nore |iveable comunity by providing for green space. As a
citizen I'"'mcertainly interested in, also interested in having Lincoln
retain sone of the small town qualities that it still retains naking it
attractive for people to nove here, to live here, and avoi di ng sone of the
m st akes and unsi ghtly devel opnents that other communities who have gone
pell mell ahead with resi..., suburban devel opment. | support the 140
ri ght-of -way concept as the best way of providing for adequate | andscapi ng
for safe wal kways, utility corridors, but certainly the 120" corridor
shoul d not be reduced any further. It's, it's, you might say a mninmm
for providing at |least a row of trees between the sidewal k and the street
and as it's been nmentioned it's part of a long range transportation plan
And, it just nakes a better quality of Iife for people who live in Lincoln
and attracts the kind of people and businesses that want to live in
Li ncol n and the people who work at those businesses. | briefly want to
maybe point out the obvious, but there's sone exanples that anybody can
see what happens when you have a too narrow a corridor. One of these that
I"'m pretty familiar with is Od Cheney Road from 18th to 14th Street.
It's got fences on both sides. The sidewal ks are right up against the
street. If you walk down the sidewalk on both sides of those street
you're actually in danger of getting hit by rocks of passing cars, maybe
even things that drop off the back of trucks and so on. People don't use
t hose wal kways or they use themvery little because they're just too cl ose
tothe street. Asimlar situation, it looks like it's devel opi ng on Pi ne
Lake from40th to 56th. There are fences on both sides of the right-of-

way. It's so narrowthat if this street is widened to four |anes, which
it will be l'"'msure it will be another situation of inadequate space for
any kind of a safe wal kway or for adequate | andscaping. |In fact you have

a tunnel down to, between two residential areas and it's just not a
situation that's going to pronote good quality of Iife for Lincoln. Thank
you.

Foster Collins, 2100 Calvert Street: | represent the Blue Stem
Group of the Sierra Club. 1'd like to echo what Timhas just said about
providing for livability and quality of life and also for habitat for
wildlife keeping to the 140' or at |least the 120" standard for the public
way corridor. We support the Planning Dept., Parks and Public Wrks in
their effort to nove forward with this at this tine. A couple of weeks
ago when you held this forward, there was sone concern raised about
keeping trails off of these busy arterials and into the interior of the
devel opnents, and, 1'd like to say | think that's very appropriate for
recreational trails, but |I think that these public way corridors need to
provi de space for sidewal ks and trails for uses other than recreation that
woul d be for commuting or for people getting to and from shoppi ng areas
and so on like that. It's not just on autonotive traffic public way, it's
a public way corridor to provide for all types of transportation
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alternative or conventional. Thanks.

Kent Seacrest: Good afternoon, my nane is Kent Seacrest
representing Sout hview lnc. and Ri dge Devel opnent Conpany on this concept.
First of all | want to indicate that we are trying to be pro-planning,
pro-long-termvisioning, pro-aesthetics, pro-collaboration at the | owest
public and private sector costs. That's our goal and we'll try to create
a win, win here versus a win lose situation if possible. Here's the

problem | might need an additional tine period to nake the point. Here's
the problem we're having; right now out there in the County you start

with 66'. It's gravel road. The County di scovers they need to i nprove so
they go out and buy 100'. Now, what they generally do, they don't
maxi m ze the grade, they just keep kind of what | call the roller coaster
affect and they'll put a culvert in for the new dirt road and life's
pretty good until the County discovers we'll need to pave it. So, they'l

then go back in a second tine and do sone regradi ng, probably keep the
hills still bunpy, probably have to do the culvert again sonmetines and

life's pretty, but they forgot to put inaturnlane to all these acreages
and other road access for the farners. So, farnmer equi pnent and acreage
people if they want to turn left have to block the traffic. It's not
safe, it loses capacity on the road network. Well, eventually what
happens is the Cty then takes over the responsibility and the City
decides to build, has annexed the road and then they decide they need to
urbani ze the road. So, what the first thing the Cty often will do is
take the bunps out of the road and make it |ess bunpy. So we graded
probably for the third time and when you do that your rise are cut and
sonetimes they have to redo the culvert for nmaybe the third time and
cul verts are very expensive operations to do. The Cty often will put in
the storm sewer and they'll put in the first line of the LES |ines or
utilities. Then the City discovers the road has grown in capacity and now
we need five lanes. So we've got to go out probably for the fourth tine,
acquire property, and go ahead and this time regrade because we need wi der
right-of-way and we probably are going to nove the tel ephone lines,
electrical lines for the second tinme. Meanwhile, we haven't been able to
get a thing to grow because we have disrupted it, you know, four or five
different times. That is the nodel that we do not and you do not like it
and what we're trying to do is propose the new nodel. The new nodel in
our minds is to have closer working relationships with the County. W do
know, they do know, roads that in the future we need. Way aren't we
buying early on the right-of-way? \Wat happens is when we cone in when
the City is ready to go to five lanes is the City asks us for that right-
of -way. We just paid $30,000 an acre. W could, we know where the right-
of -ways are needed in the future. W should be buying it when it's out
there at $5,000 an acre. W would save a fortune as a comunity on the
cost. W could and could grade it once primarily for the corridor we
need. Put the culvert in once. Don't do the Billy goat routine, do the
flatter routine, then people know where their drive-ways can be and we
don't disrupt their drive-ways so many different tinmes, they know where
their setbacks will be and we could start planting the trees the first
time out of the shoot and not disrupt the tree pattern on the outside
edge. Basically, that takes cooperation between the County, the City, and
the private sector and it's the nost sufficient nodel and the one that, |
thi nk, the new anendnent that is in front of you is trying to address
because we're not agai nst wi der right-of-ways. Were we go nuts is when
we just paid $30,000 an acre and then the City asks us to contribute that
extra right-of-way when the City or the County could have done it so nuch
cheaper. That's the problemhere. W're not anti-aesthetics. W could
afford to put double rows of trees in so long as we didn't have to buy the
I and and donate it to you as such a ridiculously high value which we're
doing. That's where this rub is. And, so what we've been trying to do
t hrough these delays and these neetings is to discuss the new way to do
busi ness and | think when | presented these 8 points, Allen Abbott was
ki nd enough to say Kent we agree with your point. | nean there's no
di sagreement here. What we're di sagreeing on about is are we really going
to i npl ement the new way we coul d do business and or are we going to keep
on repeating the nmistake and asking us to give even nore right-of-way at
$30,000 an acre. | have handed you an anmendrment that includes all the
Staff anendnents before ne except maybe there's one |I' mm ssing. So, what
is nmy changes are shaded, OK, so if it's not shaded Staff has already
encouraged you to adopt it. The shading is the new |l anguage and all I'm
trying to say is incorporate this concept in the Conprehensive Plan of
wor ki ng stronger with the City and County on figuring out is it two, four

si X | ane because some streets should be six |ane | ong termpl anning in our
judgenent. We think that it needs to be dial oged on the funding. How do
you get the noney to the County to buy the right-of-way? | think through
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i npact fees and ot her techni ques we have other opportunities to do that.
The ot her word, drainage, that's ny code word. Let's not re-grade this
thing three or four tines. Let's figure out if we can grade it once

Landscaping neans let's figure out if we can put the trees in earlier and
not keep ripping them out and replanting them every tinme we have to
i mprove the road quality. Setback waivers, everybody's told us that with
these wider corridors that we don't need as nuch setbacks and we should

get to talking about the setback waivers. |If you have these boul evards,
wi de nedi ans, we should allow u-turns or at | east encourage them And, so
that's the other thing |I' mproposing here. 1've also added | anguage whi ch
is if the Conprehensive Plan shows sixth, shows it as a bi ke corridor then
it should even be an additional six feet. We think primarily the
corridors, the trail corridors should be in drai nage ways, but there are
i nstances where they will be on corridors in which case you need to put

the extra six feet in. Agai n though, figure this out early, get the
County to buy it when it's cheap and not ask us to contribute those six

feet later on. Turning to page two, this is probably where, | inagine
Nicole will tell you we're not on the sane page, but basically | think
sone tine under the standard, if we really want aesthetics you should
allow in sone |imted instances on what | call nminor arterial roads to

allowthe front yards on the street. Let ne just quickly show you what |
mean by that. Today you're not allowed to put a front yard or a drive-way

onto an arterial street. |It's not allowed and yet we're trying to nake
t he backyard | ook, | ook good under this standard that you're working on
There's an arterial street for you. Most people would say it |ooks

awful |y good and the reason it | ooks awfully good i s people put the front
of the house which has the npbst architectural features, the nost care in
their yard. That |ooks good. You don't want to do this on all arterial
streets, but on mnor ones it should be allowed. And, if we're really
interested in aesthetics | would encourage you to adopt this paragraph
that encourages as a Conprehensive Plan to start working on the details
that we could in sone Iimted instances allow front yards back to the
arterial street. Wat that does for us is when you put the backyard up
against the arterial we don't get to use that street. |If we get to use it
as a front yard we can save half a street. W don't have to build another
street internally. W can use this one which will bring down the cost of
housing we feel. This is nmy final point, I'Il be real quick. The other
thing I want to encourage you on is everybody wants to do this right.
That's what |'ve been hearing, aesthetic. Blue, buffalo grass, a in our
judgenent is not going to be doing it right. Everybody in Lincoln ,
general ly, uses fescue or blue grass and when you all of a sudden decide
to plant your right-of-ways in buffalo grass on the sides or in the
nmedi ans | think you're going to get several phone calls fromconstituents
saying that does not look attractive. |It's a maintenance issue, it's a
cost issue, and if you want this aesthetics we encourage you to | ook at
other materials besides buffal o grass and have a di scussi on on that issue
because right nowthe plan is for the buffal o grass | ook, in our judgenent
and we think that's detrinental to the aesthetics that you're trying to do
here and with that |1'd be happy to answer any questions you ni ght have.
M. Canp: Kent, | appreciate your going through your proposals and

all. To summarize then with, with the number of anendnents your saying
you can go 140' at intersections.
M. Seacrest: |It's a strong statement that we should not go bel ow

120. Qur group felt that you could do 130 at the intersections and do 116
between the major intersections. 4' difference and den Johnson and |
not that he agrees with that, but we worked on it together and the whole
theory was you can still have double rows of trees. They still can be
evergreens which are wi der at the base and they still can fit in 116'. So
four feet doesn't sound like a lot to you, but to us those feet count so
that's why we'd like to see 116 in the mdsection, 130 at the
i ntersection.

M. Canp: And then to follow up pl ease you had the six feet here if
the trail were designated so that would then go to 122 and 136 is what
you're saying if it were there?

M. Seacrest: Yes and that's on the assunpti on we get sone setback
wai vers because at the corners it's probably comrercial and we al ready got

50' setbacks and | think we can get you what you need and we can still not
wast e good, val uable | and resources.
M. Canp: If I may just one quick one, with your background in

pl anni ng, too, Kent as well as lawis there a way as we grow i n Lincoln
that we can put nore enphasis on sonme of these entryway corridors and
these major arterials so that perhaps devel opers when they | ook at public
anenities, while they have done sone in the past, but perhaps do even nore
that would be along the arterial and nearby nmaybe we conme up with a
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formula of setback waivers and so forth, but what it does is give park
land or space along an area that beautifies, provides a functional
entertai nnent recreation area and at the sane tine give sonme latitude to
the future, is that sonething that's reasonable or doabl e?

M. Seacrest: I"ve got lots of clients that area enbracing the
public way corridor entryway concept because it is a key first inpression
el ement and several of themare willing to do nore setbacks than the | aw
requires. | guess what I'mtrying to tell you, though, as part of your
schene it woul d be cheaper for the County to go out and buy sone ri ght - of
way on those handful of places at 4,000, 3,000, 2,000 an acre than to try
tothentry to extract it fromus at a later date when we just paid 30, or
50, or 60,000 or whatever we just paid for that key piece of real estate.
And thru inpact fees | think there's a way to cash flow that.

M. Cook: I just want to coment, of course, your attractive
pi cture of houses facing an arterial is a case where the right-of-way's
150 feet so | would be nore than happy to entertain that suggestion of
havi ng houses face the arterial if you're also interested in acquiring
that sort of right-of-way, but it doesn't sound |ike your interest goes in
that direction. | have a question about the having the County get out
ahead and buy land, | agree with that general idea. | think it would be
nice to get out ahead of the devel opnent. The question is, though, are we
going to look at the possibility of the 140" standard in those
circunst ances where we're out ahead where the land is cheaper. Are you
saying in your anendnment that we're still essentially sticking to the 130,
120 as our goal would you be opposed to making a 140 our goal in those
ci rcumst ances?

M. Seacrest: Again, if you' re out ahead using public dollars the
private sector would not care other than they m ght wonder why you're
doing it. Let me just show you sone other pictures. The bottomright is
40th Street at 88'. The others are Hi ghl ands and South 70th and they are
100'. OK? So, | do want to counter two things, first of all | do think
if you went to 120 you could definitely make it | ook better than any of
those pictures and still get homes on the front yard to even make it even
| ook stronger so | don't think a 150 necessary for hones to be on the
front. The second thing is again, |I'mnot sure froma public resource
point of viewif you can do aesthetic corridors at a 100'. | would think
a 120 woul d save you sonme noney, but again if you have all that noney to
do 140 as long as you're doing it on your dollar it would be a lot nore
cost affective in the end than doing it on the private sectors dollar
because you'd be buying it so much cheaper than we are.

M. Cook: I think that's still sonething we have to have
di scussi ons about exactly what right-of-way is, the appropriate mi ni mum
and if we go beyond that do we have to pay with public noney. That's

certainly a discussion that needs to be had. I don't know where that
dividing line is between the reasonable mnimmis.
M. Seacrest: | think we should challenge this community. | would

Think we're bright enough to do a trail network that goes way beyond over
what we're planning on today. And, Jonathan if you know the trails there
then | think you're right, you're going, you're going to at |least go for
six nmore feet.

M. Cook: Would you have any opposition to me adding a phrase at
the end of the adding six additional feet to say that expanded by six
additional feet on the side of the right-of-way of where the trail is to
be | ocat ed.

M. Seacrest: Sure. That's great.

M. Cook: OK, because | think that, | don't want to end up with a
circunst ance where we build the road down the center line and then three
feets on one and, we still don't' quite have the space for any.

M. Seacrest: You're absolutely right Jonathan

M. Cook: And, regarding the type of planting, | share your concern
about whether people will think it's attractive if we go with sone natural
grasses, buffalo grass, er, but there's the i ssue of watering, and so on
| mean we can put in drought resistant plants, but still there's an issue
if we put |andscaping or grasses that require any kind of water. |n sone
seasons it gets awfully dry here and | just, | don't know what our
opportunities will be to put water in those islands. Maybe that's a
qguestion for Public Wrks or Parks, but ...

M. Seacrest: This is the hard part of your job, in ny judgenent.
If you ask the public their first criteria on these corridors is get the
traffic through and we've done that. Second thing they're going to tel
you, get the utilities through so cable, and gas, and electric show up at
their house. | think the harder part is the aesthetics and here's the
di l enma you have, you have just increased your right-of-way trenmendously
and if you're telling the public you don't have the noney to do it right
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then I'mnot so sure how nany of themwould really want you to do it this
wide. And, that's why | think putting hones back on the front yard in
sone i nstances sol ves sone of your probl embecause those honme owners woul d
cone in and put their blue grass or fescue right out to your right-of-way
and to your road and mow it and take care of it and it woul d | ook gorgeous
and you wouldn't. But if you don't this is the dilema you're into
because you know peopl e don't think the Parks Dept. presently doesn't have
enough budget to do the parks in sone peoples ninds. They're going to be
having a | ot nore responsibility with this wider right-or-way and | think
you got to understand that when you adopt this policy, if on Parks Dept.
next year and the year after and years to cone |'m going to ask you for
nore noney and if you don't want to give themthe noney then you should
t hi nk harder about how to make this policy be workable.

M. Cook: One last thing | want to go back to the homes in the
front yards along the public way corridors. |'mnot sure we can predict
wel | ahead of time which corridors are going to carry heavy traffic and
whi ch ones aren't given that over tine the shopping centers pop up way out
of town and the road that seens to be a small traffic carrier beconmes a
large one, but also there's the issue of noise and how that affects
peopl es willingness to buy honmes along arterials and | guess | know what
a huge deal setbacks are and that if you have a right-of-way that's, you
know, essentially if we're going with only a 120' that | don't know what
ki nd of setbacks you're tal king about for front yards, but | would think
that a | ot of people would find those lots to be |less desirable. This is
traffic in the core of the City where we have hones on these streets we
often have 35 mle an hour traffic, a little | ess noisy, and on sone of
these like the picture you were showing with a 150" of right-of-way we
have 33' behind the curb before we can get to the right-of-way line then
we have the setback to the house. So, there you' ve got a |l ot nore buffer
less traffic and a different situation that |'mafraid we'd have on these
corridors at the fringe.

M. Seacrest: What |'m trying to suggest is allow the private
sector to help participate in that decision. In Kansas City the npst
expensi ve real estate nowis on Ward Parkway. Six | ane boul evard, so | am
convincing nyself that people will, if it's aesthetic they will take the
traffic. Hey, | don't know if you've ever driven Ward Parkway it's
unbel i evabl e the volunme of houses and how they are the fanciest and the
nost desirable. Remenber when you will build these hones nost |ikely
it'll be atwo lane or three | ane street. People have a tendency not to
pl an ahead and they'l| do a nice house and then sonmeday the five | ane will
show up and if Kansas City is an exanple if you do it aesthetically with
real trees that grow early they'll keep buying those nice houses even
though they're on busy, trafficway corridors. W just don't have that
experience in this comunity though

C ndy Johnson, Council Menber: Kent, | don't knowif this question
goes to you or to Staff, but I'Il throwit at you and then you can gui de
nme. For the longest tine we've had a 100" right-of-way correct? And,
now we' re changing for our public corridors to 120 or 40 whatever we want
to say.

M. Seacrest: Well, | think last nonth when you adopted the |ong
range transportation plan you went to 120

Ms. Johnson: Talk to me about that 120', what's it going to cost
us? | really believe in the aesthetics. | want things to | ook nice, but
| think we forget as people within the conmunity that nothing is free and
the aesthetics are costly and | can't get a grasp on what is it going to
cost us that 20' extra that we want for aesthetics because it will either
conme to us as taxpayers will be paying it or it will be coming to higher
cost of lots or retail or whatever is developed. What is the cost within
that 20' the taxpayers are going to have to pay for the aesthetics?

M. Seacrest: It |looks |Iike sonebody wants to answer that.
Ms. Johnson: OK good.
Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Well, | guess one inportant point we'd like to

make is one of the things we'd like to considered when we brought this
concept forward was the difference in cost that you'd have between
wi deni ng | ater when you hadn't planned to do it versus w deni ng, having a
wi der corridor established today, so, | think, fromour perspective it's
much cheaper to establish the corridor today then we certainly have
exanpl es where we've identified corridors that we've had to go out and
purchase after they're already built and you have hones and businesses
built in those areas and that's nuch nore expensive than establishing a
corridor today.

Ms. Johnson: OK.  How nmany have we bought at 120 fromthe 100 we' ve
had for the last nine years that |'ve been on?

Ms.  Fl eck-Tooze: Certainly | know we've identified sone
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i ntersections where we've purchased well beyond 100" and | don't know,
Jim if you want to provide ..

JimVisger, Public Wrks Dept.: | couldn't give you an exact count
but think of each of the major intersections that we've inproved. W' ve
been dealing with 100" right-of-ways on the long length of the corridor
When we cone to those intersections the Conp Plan has provisioned up to
1000'" in any direction on that najor intersection to be inproved. So, to
cone in and say we've done 30,000' in nine years | couldn't tell you that,

but | could tell you that we've inproved at a 120 width on the major
i ntersections.

Ms. Johnson: | just thought it would be a cost per foot as to what
we are |looking at as far as taxpayers to pay for this.

Lynn Johnson, Parks Dept.: | don't knowif | can get to a cost per
foot Cindy, but | think I can kind of outline what the City would be
taking on in terms of responsibilities. Ri ght now on those arteria

streets the street trees are actually on private property so we'd be
shifting the street trees fromprivate property to public property. That
means that the Forestry Dept. is going to have to trimthose trees on a
regul ar basis so we're going to have sone additional cost there. Right
now t he ordi nance states that between the property line and the curb |ine
the private property owners responsi ble for nowi ng that area. That woul d
continue. One of the things we thing we need to do is nmake sure we get
gates in there though so they can get out of their backyard and now t hat
area without having to go clear around the bl ock or w thout contracting.
If you drive down South 40th Street, for exanple, you see a real kind of
m sh mash of how that area is maintained and sone of it is because there
aren't gates in those fences, we think anyway, for people to get out
there. | think the major expense that the City would have i s nai ntenance
of the boulevard area and we're trying to cone up with, | think as Kent
said, sone attractive, |ow nmmintenance ground cover. Buffalo grass was
the first one that net all of those criteria, seened, well met nost of
those criteria. It depends on the attractive that cones to mind. The
City woul d obvi ously have sone responsi bilities or have the responsibility
for maintenance there. There are several nodels out there that we're
trying, we've got the South 40th Street, south of Hi ghway 2. W' ve got
West Highl and Boul evard. We've got South 70th Street. W're trying to
get sinple |andscapes out there that are attractive and that right now
fescue we have to be, sonebody has to be on those boul evards nowi ng seven
times a year at a mninmm It's a dangerous place to be. It's a
hazardous place to be. W get clainms fromrocks hitting wi ndshields every
sunmer. We're trying to get that down, hopefully, no nore than two or
three tines a year that sonebody's got to be on there. And, froma Public
Wirks standpoint the intent, too, is to have enough width so that we're
not scooping that snow up and hauling it off if we get back to back snow
storns. So, hopefully, we've tal ked about at |east that w dened area we
m ght be able to offset the cost if we can | eave the snowthere and let it
nmelt, minimze the nunber or the anount of tinme that we're having to scoop
that snow up and haul it away. W can use that sane anount of tinme then
doi ng the maintenance. So, we're hoping there's sonme cost balance. W
haven't, we've tried, but we haven't come down to an exact dollar per
square foot maintenance figure at this point.

M. Fortenberry: Kent, just a couple quick conments regarding cost.
I'd like to also think about the opposite side of the equation, what is
the cost of not doing this, not providing this benefit? The intangible
there is certainly is a quality of life issue, but | think there are
tangi bl e benefits to added cost of naintaining that offset the added cost
of maintaining the public way corridor such as increased property val ues,
that woul d be the maj or one which of course translates in higher property
tax revenues for us so while that very difficult to quantify | definitely
think it's a direction we need to go in to begin to have those di scussi ons
bundl ed with the other prinmary purposes. The main purpose is obviously
transportation, the other primary purpose is carrying utilities as well.
But, while we're waxing philosophically about planning issues regarding
going out into the future and this is what gets difficult for government
because it would be great if we did have a crystal ball and said these are
the major arterials, these are the minor arterials, get out in front of
it, have a cat flow nechanismlike you're suggesting to buy right-of-way
when it is cheapest, nost affordable. There's an issue there of getting
it too far out in front of where the narket may not want to go as well as
spending current dollars on sonething that you're, sone probability that
may not happen, how do you, where do you find that bal ance? How do you,
what are your thoughts in that regard?

M. Seacrest: Well, |'m not proposing that every roadway in the
County would be a public way corridor. | think Planning's critical. You
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know S-1, S-2, S-3 and 1 and 2 and, | nmean those, Steven's Creek area,
mean fol ks, | assune we're going that direction. |'m proposing that the

public way corridors beyond those areas that the plan either shows or al
of us knowin the short termor long termthey' re bound to be brought into
this community fabric as part of the urban fabric and so it's not just
bl anket, it's strategic.

M. Fortenberry: | assune though short termarterial designations
are already, the value is already reflected in the private market. Am |
wr ong?

M. Seacrest: | w sh they were.

M. Visger: | just have a side bar to what you are asking in that
gquestion. |If we had the opportunity to do as Kent has suggested we'd be
spendi ng about $10,000 a nile. It would be two and half acres a nile.

But, the opposite end of that is what you al ready know about O Street, so
when you go into a built up condition that |and, the value is sky high

Ms. Johnson: That hel ps a | ot, thanks.

Mar k Hunzeker, 530 S. 13th St., Suite B: Appearing on behal f of the
Home Buil ders Association, Lincoln and Lincoln Board of Realtors. Like
you, we got Kent's anendnent today just before the neeting. W had a
neeting last, a week ago Thursday at which tine it was agreed by all
parties involved that this matter woul d be wi thdrawn and dealt with at the
time of the update of the Conprehensive Plan. | received a phone call the
next day indicating that that deal was no | onger operative and that this
was going forward with the |anguage that's been brought to you by the
Staff. Hence, Kent's effort totry to incorporate sone of the things that
wer e under discussion in our neeting a week ago Thursday which | have not
had any opportunity to review until just this mnute. Those are good
ideas. A lot of those things we tal ked about were the things that we had
di scussed as needing further clarification and certainly sone refinenent,
but we had all agreed, we thought, that those things would take place
during the Conprehensive Pl an update and subsequent to that tine that dea
was nho longer in affect. So, |I don't have nmuch of a way of determ ning
what our position may be on Kent's anendnents other than to say that if we
had sone additional time to discuss them and to work out sonme of the
details that we have been advocating now for some tinme it's possible we
could all reach agreement and we could all conme away from this with a
better understanding of howthis process is going to work. Having failed
that I will say that Kent is right about one thing, not every county road
in this county ought to be designated a public way corridor. The initial
take on this fromthe Staff was that virtually every section line road in
the county was going to be designated a country, uh a public way corridor
and or course that has been revised. However, without the benefit of any
correlation between a traffic study that would tell you where we're real ly
going to need additional right-of-way and where we're not and the fact
that they've just hold back and desi gnated every section line road within
the future urban area. Now that doesn't make anynore sense than
designating every section line road in the County other than it's just
| ess of themrather than a 1700 acre land grab this is maybe down to a,
you know, a 1000 acres. And, it is a significant anmount of |and and even
if it'sonly a 120" contrary to what Nicole said it doesn't cut it down to
4.8 acres per mile. It cuts it maybe down to sonething on the order of 6.
sonet hi ng because the 130' at the intersections goes back a good 1000' or
nor e. So, we're talking about a significant anount of |and being
unavail able for devel opnment that cost noney. It also spreads the City
out. You want to talk about planning issues and the issues related to
urban sprawl we are tal ki ng about reducing the number of dwelling unit by
each section by sonmewhere between 20 and 50 dependi ng on the size of the
corridor you ultinmately deci de upon. So, we have asked that these things
not go forward until such time as we have some information and sone
regul ati ons which tal k about the circunmstances in which we will be able to
achi eve set back wai vers or placenent of easenents as opposed to dedication
of right-of-way and there is language in the Staff's recomendati on that
tal ks about this process not being inplenmented until those regul ati ons are
in affect. But, | can tell you that as we speak there are subdivisions
that are being applied for and these public way corridor standards are
bei ng applied to those subdivisions and whil e peopl e are saying that they
are not mandatory | can tell you that being on the other side of the table
from that non-nandatory request for that right-of-way that when the
di scussion is about what things need to be done before one can get
schedul ed on a Pl anning Comm ssion agenda the suggestion of additiona
right-of-way for a public way corridor does not sound nuch |ike an option
And, | can tell you it is being suggested very forcefully on subdivisions
which are in the process today as we speak before you' ve even adopted this
concept. So, | don't have a great deal of confidence that it will not be
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i mpl enented until such tinme as we have those regul ations. So, we've asked
that this thing be put off. We've also tal ked about cost. It is
expensive. It does cost noney. It costs nore for grading. It will cost
you nore for people to be out there setting the grades. There are
circunstances that | could take you to and point to right now where you
have gone out and wi dened streets and created sone horrendous grade
differentials resulting in retaining walls both because of cuts in the
roadway and because of fill in the road way and those subdivisions are
|l ess than five years old. So, to be out there in the County setting
rights of right-of-way grades into the future far enough that you can not
only tell the subdivider or the owner al ong one side what grades he has to
make, but al so have grades that your own public engineering people are
goi ng to neet when they grade that right-of-way out far enough to nake a
difference is going to cost noney. No one has identified where that noney
conmes from No one has identified where the noney to establish all the
addi ti onal |andscaping cones from and no one has identified where the
noney to maintain the additional |andscaping cones from Now, | live on
south, south of Pine Lake Road on 40th Street and | invite you to go and
take a drive down South 40th Street and | ook at the median in South 40th
Street that's been there now for over a year and see what kind of |ovely

| andscapi ng we have. It's bind weed. If we have nobney to go out and
acquire additional right-of-way and establish |ovely |andscaping why
aren't we doing it in the rights-of-way we now have? | think that these

are real issues that need to be determi ned before you put these things
into the Conprehensive Plan and if you don't do that all you're doing is
putting another relatively meaningl ess piece of |anguage into the plan
that will either be inplenmented by the way we fear that it will that is to
say not until it cones tine to take it from soneone who is subdividing
adj oi ni ng one of these county section |ine roads or that you nmay even get
it voluntarily or have it deeded to you and you will not have the noney to
i mpl ement this lovely concept or to maintain it. So, we'd like to work

with this and |, you know, | think Kent's suggestions if inplenented have
sone nmerit. W've been asking for a very long tine, where in this part of
the world is there such a requirenent on every single arterial. The

answer has been deafening silence. One item Sheridan Boulevard is 120
wi de not a 150'.
M. Cook: It's 150.

M. Hunzeker: | lived there. Check it.

M. Cook: I'mpretty sure of that. W can have soneone check on
it.

M. Hunzeker: |I'mquite sure and I will say al so another exanple

that is constantly referred to is Capital Parkway which is 100" w de. So,
it does not require excessive ambunts of right-of-way to acconplish those
t hi ngs.

Ms. Seng: Maybe you can answer this. The notion that Kent Seacrest
handed out on (inaudible) nunber 4, does that take into consideration
everything that was in 1 and 2. \Wich one is yours Jonathan? Is you're
the 4th one?

M. Cook: Mne is 51 think. On, you don't have it yet.

Ms. Seng: Well, the one that you'd requested.

M. Cook: It's essentially in Kent's |anguage.
Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: The | anguage that Kent submitted does incorporate
the notion to amend #1 and notion to anend #2. And, | guess ..

Ms. Seng: 2. 1 & 2.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Yes. And, I'd like to point out that there are
just, | think we've |ooked at it and between the three directors | think
there a really just a couple different very small revisions that could be
made and we could be in agreement on the |anguage that's been proposed
today. Wen we net on Novenber 9th | think the points of discussion at
that neeting were really based upon the |anguage that Kent Seacrest
brought to the table. Kent was the only one that had witten |anguage
that he brought to the table to discuss that day and so that was really
the direction of discussion and we didn't receive any other suggestions
from other folks that attended that neeting. And, | think that the
alternative that was discussed at that nmeeting was the possibility of
addressing these details with the new Conprehensi ve Pl an and the next Long
Range Transportation Plan. | think we're still very much commtted to do
that and in the neantime | think that this lays the foundation for
bringing forward some of the ordinance and desi gn standard revisions that
we' ve tal ked about including revisions to make the corridor much nore
flexible reductions and setbacks and | ot depth and etc. So, | guess we'd
urge that the Council take action today. | could rmake a couple specific
suggestions about things that, a couple of specific revisions to Kent
Seacrest's |l anguage that we would be in agreement on if it noved forward
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t oday.

Ms. Seng: | had another question. Now, it's perfectly legal for
like the County to go out and buy right-of-way ahead of tine?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Yes.

Ms. Seng: They do not have to have a purpose for ...?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | believe that they have to have a specific public
pur pose and need, yes.

Ms. Seng.: They do? But they could do that?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Yes, that's ny understandi ng and we have had t hose
di scussi ons.

Ms. Seng: Yes. .

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: The couple of specific itens that | would just
like to point to the | anguage that was provided to you by Kent Seacrest on
the second page, line 4 which is the second to |ast paragraph. | think
that we would be confortable with that if it read along public way
corridors that are not projected to carry heavy traffic vol unes. It
shoul d be considered to all ow hones to have their front yard al ong public
way corridors. | think that nobody is adverse to considering that as an
alternative. Certainly, heavy traffic is, that could be defined any nunber
of different ways and so we'll certainly have to |look for where there
m ght be opportunities to that where it will be appropriate. On the | ast
paragraph then on line 9, actually I'Il just read beginning |line 8 what
changes we woul d ask you to nake. Along public way corridors the nmedi an
and | andscape sides of the street should be planted in attractive drought
resi stant ground cover. I think we'd like to leave it broader than
speci fying fescue within the text of the Conp Pl an | anguage. And, then the
second sentence to delete the reference to preferably not buffal o grass
and begin the second sentence with abutting property owners should be

encouraged to contribute a high quality |andscape. So, it would be
del etion of fescue or other on line 9 and del etion of but preferably not
buffalo grass on lines 9 & 10. Lynn Johnson just pointed out, | believe

there is a specific amendment that Jonathan had proposed relative to the
side of the corridor on which additional width was provided for a trai
and | don't know if that could be added to line 2 on page 27

M. Cook: Is that the appropriate location for this |anguage
because that was a different location that you had provided in the
anendnent ?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: |If we add it here then that'll save you having to
i ncorporate the other anendnent so that woul d be an appropriate | ocation
| think and if it could be added to expanded by 6 additional feet on one
side of the corridor to accommpdate the proposed trail

M. Cook: On the side of the corridor

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: |I'mnot sure how wanted that phrased.
M. Cook: 1'll think about it for a minute and try to shorten the
anmendnent .

M. Fortenberry: \When is, be nore specific about a tinme line for
the discussion of other arrange, er as this planning initiative gets
translated specifically into regulations are the issues of building in
nore flexibilities regarding setbacks, exchange of dedi cated easenent for
ri ght-of-way and that type of flexibility when appropriate when will those
be ...?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | think what we originally tal ked about was a tine
line where we'll be |looking, trying to commt to about a 90 day turnaround
time to bring forward those ordi nance provisions. And, | think it would
be appropriate to bring them forward as a package. There are a severa
different things that add flexibility to that corridor and so | think our
conmitment is to immediately make an effort to turn those around within
the next two or three nonths. And, then | think the discussion about, you
know, some of the additional |anguage that was added relative to how the
City and County worked together to inplenent these corridors. Sone of
those details are certainly anticipated to be discussed during the next,
during the year 2001 with a new Conprehensive Plan. And, so that would
occur within the next year. So, just for clarification then if you were
wanting to adopt the |anguage as recomrended you would need a notion to
anmend No. 1 which incorporates the, actually | mss-spoke there. The
first would be a notion to anmend no. 2 which incorporates that Conp Pl an
amendnment | anguage as recommended initially by Planning and Public Wrks
is that right Dana? Just one nonent. | think | may have just ni ss-spoken
again. |'ve got too many notions to anmend here. Alright I'mgoing to
step back and begin again because | believe that both notion no. 1 to
anend and notion no. 2 to anend are incorporated within Kent Seacrests
notion to anend so if you, if you adopt this nmotion to anend with the
changes that we have proposed just now | believe that will incorporate
everything if that's what the Council w shes to do.
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M. Cook: Are you going to cone back to us with a rewitten page
that just have everything on it with the changes we just tal ked about
before the voting session or do we just want to ..

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | guess what |'msuggesting if it's alright with
the City Attorney's Office is that it could be adopted with those changes
today or do you need to ...?

***TOOK BREAK 3:15 P. M *** *** RECONVENED 3: 22 P. M ***

Lynn Robi son, no address given: | think right now we're basically
really worried about what the devel opers have to say. What about the
taxpayers of this City of Lincoln? | nmean, | agree that we need to go
either with the 120 or what Mayor Wesely has proposed 140'. And, but
there's like shouldering the cost, | mean what's wong w th shoul dering

the cost between a (inaudible) and what the City and the devel oper? |
mean t he devel opers have all made their mllions and nmillions of dollars
throughout tinme it's high tinme that they shoul der sonme of the costs for
sone of these costs. Thank you

M. Cook: | just want to ask Nicole if regarding other |ocations
where there are streets with wide right-of-ways | just you to, maybe sone
even near by.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Sur e. Sur e. W did, there are a couple of
exanpl es within Omha of corridors which have a larger right-of-way. In
Omha along State Street and along 180th Street they do have 150" of
ri ght-of -way.

M. Cook: And there are | ocations in Oraha where they have frontage
roads for business districts in the business districts |ike al ong maybe L
Anyway, it's obviously sonmething that is, is found in other cities and
guess the issue for us is which corridors deserve wi der right-of-ways and
whi ch ones deserve our mnimum which, | think, is what we're discussing
today which is 120 or so. Oh, and | also need to just say for the record
that it's been checked that Sheridan Blvd. is in fact 150" ri ght-of -way,

so.
M. Fortenberry: Your vindicated.
M. Cook: | amvindicated. Thank you
M. Shoecraft: Ni cole, you know, | don't know, right now |'m

personal ly not |eaning favorable at this nonment because, for one thing |
don't want to drive up the cost of lots, of lot prices for potential hone
owners. | don't want to do anything that may increase the rate of urban
sprawl. Right nowin Lincoln | want to do everything | can for quality of
life issues for citizens and | think public way corridor can be | abel ed as
a quality of life issue of the way we have it laid out, not necessarily
the transportation issue as we have admitted. So with that in mnd how
cone a 116' cannot acconplish the sanme thing? And, | think that then, you
know, to nme is the win, win for the potential honeowner and for the
beautification of our City and at the same tinme working on quality of life
i ssues for our citizens with this public way corridor concept, 116.

Ms. Fleck-Tooze: Well, | guess certainly there are el ements that
could be included within the 116' corridor. As you continue to narrowthe
corridor you have greater and greater conflicts with as you pul
| andscapi ng into the corridor you have greater conflicts w th underground
utilities. So part of the advantage of having a little bit w der
corridors is that there's greater flexibility of where those underground
utilities lie versus where street trees or |landscaping is planted. You
also begin to really limt if you pull the |andscape screen which we
require today into the corridor which is being proposed you really begin
tolimt the types of plant materials that can be used between the curb
and the property line. So, instead of having |larger evergreen trees as
part of that |andscape screen you may be able to fit some snmaller shrubs

in there, but you need to work themaround utility lines. So, | guess it
continues to narrow that flexibility. It also doesn't provide you with
the flexibility in space in case you need add additional turn |anes
between the mle line intersections. |f you' d have a need in the future
to have dual lefts, for exanple, between the mle line intersections you'd
be really limted in doing that within a 116 foot corridor. In fact |
don't believe that it could be done so.

M. Shoecraft: | don't want the honeowner to cone up to ne and say
you've increased my, | don't want a honeowner or anyone to say you
potentially increased lot prices. | don't want the honeowner to cone up
to me and say, now you've elinmnated me fromhaving a backyard. You know.
That's what | envision because |, you know, 40th & H ghway 2 is a huge
i ntersection, huge and | |l ook at all four of those corners and one of the

corners have a house on it and we have the i nsurance conpany here and then
t he medi cal plaza's going on another part of the corner and then, excuse
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me Pine Lake, 40th & Pine Lake. And, then we have the assisted |living on
the other corner. | look at that intersection and it's absol utely huge.
But, | look at that one house that is there and that's what | see. The
house has nothing there. It's right up along the intersection. There's
no ...
Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | guess that's the kind of thing that we're trying

to prevent in providing enough space at those intersection is not having
themwi den into existing built areas in the future

M. Shoecraft: | know, | understand that. Maybe |I'mnot expl aining
this right, but what | envision is that's a 100" right there at 40th &
Pi ne Lake, correct?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | don't know what the intersection is, what?.
M. Shoecraft: Is it 1207

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Intersection is 120.

M. Shoecraft: The overall is 120 but that concrete section is 100

isn't it? O isit not? | was told by Staff that it was 100', so | don't
know. But anyway, that's huge. Nonet hel ess, whatever it is that's huge.
I just, | don't know.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | guess one inportant point is if we don't adopt
the public way corridor concept we won't be decreasing the anopunt of
concrete that we have in order to acconmodate traffic at intersections and
what we're trying to do is provide a safety margi n between the pedestrian

and the curb at intersections. It'll give us the flexibility in space to
have an intersection that a pedestrian could actually walk in and we could
begin to also include street trees in those areas. So, we won't be
reduci ng the anount of pavenent by not adopting the public way corridor
concept. | guess we'll be trying to nake the best of the situation by
havi ng those conponents in the corridor if we adopt it. W were |ooking
at, | guess, an additional 10' over what's approved for the Long Range

Transportation plan at intersections in order to not have a situation
where you have a trail or sidewal k up against the street for exanple.

M. Canp: N cole, refresh ny menory you had that chart earlier on
sone of these major arterials and so forth and | knowinitially there were
nore than the over the last nonth or two you cane back, Planning cane
back, and (inaudible)generally, | don't have nmine in front of me I'm
sorry, but were those, what, mile lines for the nost part on this?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Yes, we've al ways shown the corridor as being t hat
the mle line intersection, the mle line section roadways. Initially it
was indicated to be all of the mile line section roadway network within
Lincoln's three nile extra territorial jurisdiction and that's been
reduced to indicate only within our future urban service limt would we be
applying this concept at this tine.

M. Canp: What ny question was leading up to is perhaps in this
overal |l planning process and one of the guests in the audi ence today was
talking me a nmonent ago about his reconmendation that we night |ook at
alternate mle sections where one nile |line woul d be kept residential and
in our planning process we just say that's it, no conmercial. And, then
t he second one woul d be the section line or the najor arterial for nore of
a commercial establishnment so if you basically got two nile increnents
t hereby saving real estate and not having as nuch of a setback and perhaps
nore i nportantly pronoting sone pl anning alternatives so that we know down
the road what's there and perhaps facilitate working with the County and
it seens to make a lot of sense. So it's not original with me or
anyt hing, but |'mwondering with sone of the concerns we're feeling today
while it's always nice to get sonething behind us, is this one of those
el ements in our Planning process that perhaps we need to do alittle nore
thinking and really tie together or have we done enough? | want to make
sure we're not being too focused here on just setbacks in certain areas
when perhaps the broader picture is | ooking at the comercial residential
bal ance and trying to have a reasonable growmh down the road with good
gui del ines and yet letting the private sector go ahead on it's own. And,
as | asked, too, one of the speakers, er Kent Seacrest about encouragi ng
Parks and so forth along some of these major rights-of-ways, or mgjor
arterials so that we get a conbi ned sense of conmmunity. W nmay not need
as big a setbacks yet. W have a very hospitabl e environnent.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | think just to respond to your question | think
that one of the things we tried to do to address that concern was to
pul I back that area of application to our future urban service limt and
what that didis it's applying the public way corridor concept to the nile
line section roadways that are in areas that we've already identified for
growth and we know we're going to go there. And, | think there's every
opportunity to exanmi ne the kind of concepts that you're tal ki ng about with
t he new conprehensi ve pl an and a Long Range Transportation Pl an next year
And, | think certainly those are new and di fferent types of concepts and
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if we weretoidentify certain corridors for residential versus comerci al
we'd need to be absolutely certain that that was what our |ong range
vision was going to be and sort of stick with it as we plan these

corridors. And, | think we could certainly address the broader area
pl anning area within the Conprehensive Plan that we'll be exam ning
t hrough the next year. The proposal that we've got before you now is

really trying to ook at areas that we're already starting to growin and
don't have a good nodel for howthese public way corridors would function
what conponents should be within them a good basis for trying to get sone
of the ordinance and design standard revisions revised so that they
acconmpdate that flexibility and so | think that's one of the reasons why
we confined it to that area so that in the future we would | ook, we woul d
have the opportunity to look at different concepts with the new
Conpr ehensi ve Pl an
This matter was taken under advi senent.

ACCEPTI NG AND APPROVI NG THE PRELI M NARY PLAT OF STEVENS CREEK RI DGE ADDI TI ON
| NCLUDI NG WAl VERS FOR S| DEWALKS, STREET LI GHTS, LANDSCAPE SCREENS, STREET
TREES, AND BLOCK LENGTH, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT NORTH 134TH AND
HOLDREGE STREETS. (I N CONNECTI ON W 00R-311);

SPECI AL PERM T 1870 - APPLI CATI ON OF GERRY AND DI ANNE KRI ESER TO DEVELOP STEVENS
CREEK RI DGE COVMUNI TY UNI T PLAN CONSI STI NG OF FI VE SI NGLE FAM LY DVELLI NG
UNI TS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT NORTH 134TH AND HOLDREGE STREETS.
(I' N CONNECTI ON W 00R-310) - Brian Carstens, 2935 Pine Lake Rd., Suite H
|' mappearing on behalf of Gary and Di ane Krieser. Before you is another
AG C U P. We're proposing five 3 acre lots on paving. W'l be
providing the lots with Cass County rural water. Septic will be
i ndi vidual septic systens. W are providing the private roadway on a 60'
outlots so it could be annexed in the future if future urbanization would

occur out here in Stevens Creek. And, we're requesting the typical
wai vers of sidewal ks, street trees, street |ighting and | andscape screen
And, also a waiver on block length. |'mhere to answer any questions that
you have.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

M SCELLANEQUS HEARI NG

Scott Hoffrman, no address given: A property owner in Lincoln.
Statistics fromthe Task Force shows that dupl exes have the | east anpunt
of conpl aints against them and doesn't understand why its bei ng proposed
to license duplexes. He also questioned why duplexes and single famly
hones were not considered to be licensed inthe first place when |icensing
procedures began. CQut of 2600 duplexes in the Gty of Lincoln there's
been 115 conpl aints of which 21 of those m ght have been invalid. Mney
had to be borrowed fromthe General fund to house the Housing | nspections
so he asked if it was a revenue issue or an inferior housing issue? Is it
a building code or is a health code? Is it sonething that the tenants did
to create the problemor is it sonething that the | andlords aren't doi ng?
Is it sonething that can be taken care of through the Tenant Landl ord Act
on specific guidelines?

Annette MRoy: Stated the Task Force nission was to explore the
need to I|icense duplexes. The questions were asked, what are the
condi tions of duplexes in Lincoln, what can be done, what is the current
process and then what do they want to do next. There is a problem of
quality of life and nunerous conplaints about duplexes. It is not a
foregone concl usi on that duplexes will be |icensed.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

ORDI NANCES - 3RD READI NG

VACATI NG A PORTION OF SOUTH 16TH STREET I N NEAR VAVRI NA BOULEVARD LOCATED I N
VAVRI NA MEADOAS - PRIOR to reading:

MCROY Moved to suspend the rules to have 2nd & 3rd Reading on Bill 00-207
this date.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

DEPUTY CLERK Read an ordinance, introduced by Annette MRoy, vacating a
portion of South 16th Street in Vavrina Meadows, and retaining title
thereto in the Gty of Lincoln, Lancaster County, Nebraska, the third
tine.

FORTENBERRY Moved to pass ordi nance as read.
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Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17766, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE CORPORATE LIMTS OF THE CITY BY ANNEXI NG APPROX. 45 ACRES OF
PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT S. 14TH ST. & MOCKI NGBl RD LANE NORTH. (I'N
CONNECTI ON W 00R- 308, OOR-309, 00-209)- PRIOR to reading:

COXX Moved to delay action on Bill 99-93 for one week to 11/27/00.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

DEPUTY CLERK Read an ordi nance anending Section 5 of Odinance No. 8730,
passed May 17, 1965, as |ast anmended by Section 1 of O dinance No. 17488,
passed April 12, 1999, prescribing and defining the corporate linmts of
the City of Lincoln, Nebraska and repealing said Section 5 of Ordinance
no. 8730, passed May 17, 1965, as |ast anended by Section 1 of O dinance
No. 17488, passed April 12, 1999, as hitherto existing, the third tine.

PRELI M NARY PLAT & SPECI AL PERM TS

ACCEPTI NG AND APPROVI NG THE PRELI M NARY PLAT OF W LDERNESS PARK ESTATES | NCLUDI NG
WAI VERS FOR CURB & GUTTERS, S| DEWALKS, STORMWMATER DETENTI ON, AND STREET
TREES, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF SOUTH 14TH STREET AND
MOCKI NGBI RD LANE. (I N CONNECTI ON W 99-93, 00R-309, 00-209) - PRICR to
readi ng:

COXX Moved to delay action on Bill OOR-308 for one week to 11/27/00.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ACCEPTI NG AND APPROVI NG THE PRELI M NARY PLAT OF STEVENS CREEK RI DGE ADDI Tl ON,
| NCLUDI NG WAl VERS FOR S| DEWALKS, STREET LI GHTS, LANDSCAPE SCREENS, STREET
TREES, AND BLOCK LENGTH, ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT NORTH 134TH AND
HOLDREGE STREETS. (IN CONNECTION WOOR-311) - DEPUTY CLERK read the
followi ng resolution, introduced by Col een Seng, who noved its adoption:

A- 80542 WHEREAS, Gerry and Di anne Kri eser have subnitted the prelinnary pl at
of STEVENS CREEK RI DGE ADDI TI ON for acceptance and approval ; and

WHEREAS, the Lincoln City - Lancaster County Pl anni ng Conm ssi on has
reviewed said prelinmnary plat and nade recommendati ons as contained in
the letter dated November 2, 2000, which is attached hereto as Exhibit
A

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the prelininary plat of STEVENS CREEK RI DGE ADDI TI ON, general |y
| ocated at North 134th Street and Hol drege Street as subnmitted by Gerry
and Di anne Krieser is hereby accepted and approved, subject to the terns
and conditions set forth in Exhibit "A", which is attached hereto and nade
a part of this resolution as though fully set forth verbatim

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council finds that the tract to
be subdi vi ded i s surrounded by such devel opnent or unusual conditions that
strict application of the subdivision requirenents would result in actual
difficulties or substantial hardship and the followi ng nodifications to
the subdivision requirenents are therefore approved:

1. The requirenents of Section 26.27.020, 26.27.070, 26.27.080,
and 26.27.090 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, relating to the installation
of sidewal ks, ornanmental street lights, |andscape screens, and street

trees, respectively, are wai ved pursuant to Section 26.31.010 based upon
the rural nature of the proposed devel opment and its | ocation outside the
corporate linmts.

2. The requi renent of Section 26.23.130 of the Lincoln Minicipal
Code that block I engths shall not exceed 1,320 feet between cross streets
is wai ved al ong the north and west side of the subdivision.

I ntroduced by Col een Seng

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SPECIAL PERM T 1832 - APPLICATION OF GEORGE AND KATHY MECHLING TO DEVELCP
W LDERNESS PARK ESTATES COVMUNITY UNIT PLAN CONSI STING OF 19 DWELLI NG
UNI TS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT SOUTH 14TH STREET AND MOCKI NGBl RD
LANE. (I N CONNECTI ON W 99-93, OOR-308, 00-209) - PRIOR to reading:
COXX Moved to delay action on Bill OOR-309 for one week to 11/27/00.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SPECI AL PERM T 1870 - APPLI CATI ON OF GERRY AND DI ANNE KRI ESER TO DEVELOP STEVENS
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CREEK RI DGE COVMUNI TY UNI T PLAN CONSI STI NG OF FI VE SI NGLE FAM LY DVELLI NG
UNI TS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT NORTH 134TH AND HOLDREGE STREETS.
(I' N CONNECTI ON WOOR-310) - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resolution
i ntroduced by Col een Seng, who noved its adoption

A- 80543 WHEREAS, GCerry and Dianne Krieser have submitted an application
designated as Special Permt No. 1870 for authority to devel op Stevens
Creek Ridge Community Unit Plan consisting of five single famly dwelling
units on property generally located at North 134th and Hol drege Streets,
and legally described to wit:

Lot 20 1. T., and the Northeast Quarter of the Southeast

Quarter of Section 17, Township 10 North, Range 8 East

of the 6th P.M, Lancaster County, Nebraska;

WHEREAS, the real property adjacent to the area included within the
site plan for this comunity unit plan will not be adversely affected; and

WHEREAS, said site plan together with the terns and conditions
herei nafter set forth are consistent with the intent and purpose of Title
27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code to promote the public health, safety, and
general welfare

NOW THEREFORE, BE |IT RESCLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the application of Gerry and Dianne Krieser, hereinafter
referred to as "Permittee", to devel op STEVENS CREEK RI DGE COVMUNI TY UNI T
PLAN, on the property legally described above, be and the sane is hereby
granted under the provisions of Section 27.63.320 and Chapter 27.65 of
t he Lincol n Munici pal Code upon condition that construction and operation
of said conmmunity unit plan be in strict conpliance with said application
the site plan, and the foll owi ng additional express terns, conditions, and
requi renents:

1. This permt approves a total of five single fanmly |ots.
2. Before receiving building pernts:
a. The Pernittee nmust subnit a pernmanent reproduci bl e fina
site plan as approved with three copies.
b. The final plat nust be approved by the County Board.
3. Before occupying this developnent, all devel opnent and
construction nust conformto the approved pl ans.
4, Al'l privatel y-owned i nprovenents, including | andscapi ng, mnust
be permanently nmintained by the Permttee, their successors and assigns.
5. The site plan approved by this permt shall be the basis for
all interpretations of setbacks, yards, |ocations of buildings, |ocation
of parking and circulation elenents, and simlar matters.
6. The terns, conditions, and requirenents of this resolution
shal | be binding and obligatory upon the Pernittee, their successors, and
assigns. The building official shall report violations to the City

Counci| which may revoke the special permt or take such other action as
may be necessary to gain conpliance.

7. The Pernmittee shall sign and return the Cty's letter of
acceptance to the Gty Cerk within 30 days follow ng approval of the
special permt, provided, however, said 30-day period nay be extended up
to six nmonths by administrative amendment. The Gty Cerk shall file a
copy of the resolution approving the special permt and the letter of
acceptance with the Register of Deeds, filing fees therefor to be paid in
advance by the Permttee.

I ntroduced by Col een Seng

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the following vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

PETI TI ONS & COVMUNI CATI ON

| NFORMAL PETI TI ON TO CREATE A PAVING UNIT FOR NORTH 73R STREET BETWEEN CUM NG
& THURSTON SUBM TTED BY SHERYL TESLOW - DEPUTY CLERK presented said
petition which was referred to the Public Wrks Dept.

THE FO.LOWN NG WERE REFERRED TO PLANNI NG DEPT. :

Change of Zone 3213 - App. of St. Elizabeth Conunity Health Center from
R3to B-2 & O3 a portion of Lots 7 & 8, Ridge Place 3¢ Addition
at 77'" & Pioneers. (should be Nebraska Nurseries Inc.)

Change of Zone 3291 - App. of St. Elizabeth Regi onal Medical Center from
B-2to O3 at S. 27'" Street & Southridge Rd.

Change of Zone 3293 - App. of Krein Real Estate, Inc. fromR1/R2to RT
at S. 56'" ST. & Waltz Rd.

Special Permit No. 1830A - App. of Richard Speidell for a waiver to reduce
the private roadway width to 3 residences from20' to 16" at 4811
Mandarin Circle.
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Special Permit No. 1886 - App. of Anthony J. & Janice A Ross to operate
a club as defined in Sec. 27.03. 160 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code at
6401 Pi ne Lake Rd.

Special Permt No. 1887 - App. of West Point, LLC to develop a Planned
Servi ce Conmerci al Devel opnent at N.W 40!" & West O Street.

Conbi ned Use Permt/Special Permt No. 17 - App. of Stockwell Properties,
L.L.C. to construct a m xed-use commercial center at 13'" & St ockwel |
Street.

APP. OF NEBRASKA FERTI LI ZER & AG CHEM CAL | NSTI TUTE TO CONDUCT A RAFFLE W THI N
THE CITY OF LINCOLN - DEPUTY CLERK requested to set hearing date for
12/04/00 at 1:30 p.m

SENG So noved.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

REPCRTS TO CI TY OFFI CERS

CLERK' S LETTER & MAYOR S APPROVAL OF ORDI NANCES & RESCLUTI ONS PASSED ON NOV. 6,
2000 - DEPUTY CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the
Ofice of the City derk.

| NVESTMENT OF FUNDS - DEPUTY CLERK read the foll owi ng resolution, introduced by
Col een Seng, who noved its adoption:
A- 80553 BE I T HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the City of Lincoln,
Nebr aska:
That the attached list of investnments be confirmed & approved, & the

City Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investnents until maturity
unl ess otherwise directed by the Gty Council. (I'nvest nents begi nni ng
11/ 10/ 00)
I ntroduced by Col een Seng
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

LI NCOLN ELECTRI C SYSTEM S QUARTERLY FI NANCI AL REPORT FOR THE PERI OD JAN. 1, 2000
THROUGH SEPT. 30, 2000 - DEPUTY CLERK presented said report which was
placed on file in the Ofice of the City Cerk. (3)

REPORT OF UNL M CROBI OLOG ST FOR WATER TESTI NG FOR THE MONTH OF OCTOBER, 2000 -
DEPUTY CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the Ofice
of the City Cerk. (35-01)

REPORT FROM CI TY TREASURER OF TELECOVMUNI CATI ONS OCCUPATI ON TAX DUE FOR THE
MONTH OF AUG., 2000: NETWORK I NT'L; SEPT. 2000: Affinity Corp.; OCT. 2000:
NEXTEL WEST, BI G PLANET, ONE CALL, OPERATOR COMWM - DEPUTY CLERK present ed
sai d report which was placed on file inthe Ofice of the Gty derk. (20)

SETTI NG THE | NTEREST RATE ON SPECI AL ASSESSMENT GROUP 11; REPORT ON BOARD OF
EQUALI ZATI ON TO CITY COUNCI L ON SPECI AL ASSESSMENTS - DEPUTY CLERK read
the following resolution, introduced by Coleen Seng, who noved its
adopti on:

A- 80544 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska
t hat :

The speci al taxes assessed Novenber 6, 2000, to pay the costs of the
i mprovenents in Alley Paving District No. 357, Repaving District 150,
Water District 1180, and Sidewal k District No. 93 are hereby |levied and
shal |l bear interest at 7.36% per annum and that the period of tinme in
whi ch the assessnents are to be paid shall be as foll ows:
20 years - Alley Paving District No. 357
20 years - Repaving District No. 150
20 years - Water District No. 1180
20 years - Sidewalk District No. 5
I ntroduced by Col een Seng
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

OTHER RESOLUTI ONS
APP. OF LINCCLN P STREET CATERI NG CO, |INC. DBA EMBASSY SU TES FOR AN ADDI TI ON
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TO PREM SE AT 1040 P STREET - PRIOR to reading:
JOHNSON Moved to delay Public Hearing & Action for one week to 11/27/00.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF YVONNE C. JONES FOR WH TEHEAD O L COWPANY DBA “U STOP
CONVENI ENCE SHOP" AT 3244 CORNHUSKER HI GHWAY - DEPUTY CLERK read the
foll owi ng resol ution, introduced by C ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption
for approval :

A- 80539 WHEREAS, Whitehead A d Conpany dba “U St op Conveni ence Shop” | ocat ed
at 3244 Cornhusker Hi ghway, Lincoln, Nebraska has been approved for a
Retail Class "K' liquor |icense, and now requests that Yvonne C. Jones be

naned nanager ;

WHEREAS, Yvonne C. Jones appears to be a fit and proper person to
manage sai d busi ness.

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi deration of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the Cty Council recomends that Yvonne C.
Jones be approved as manager of this business for said |icensee. The City
Clerk is directed to transnmt a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska
Li quor Control Conmi ssion.

I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

AMENDI NG THE 1994 LI NCOLN- LANCASTER COUNTY COWVP. PLAN TO ADOPT THE BOULEVARD
CONCEPT FOR PUBLI C WAY CORRI DORS & TO | NCORPORATE THE LI NCOLN FRI NGE AREA
PRI MARY PUBLI C WAY CORRI DOR STUDY BY REFERENCE) - PRI OR to reading:
FORTENBERRY Moved to accept Anendment #6 in the foll ow ng manner:

On page 1, line 7, after the word “anmendnent” add the foll ow ng:
except that the Pl anni ng Conm ssion reconmended a 120 foot w de Boul evard
expanding to 130 feet at nmile line intersections rather than a 140 f oot
wi de Boul evard.

1. On page 1, line 19, after the word “Study” insert the foll ow ng:
attached hereto marked as Attachnment “C’.
2. On page 2, line 1, after the work “reference” insert the words:
as a guide but not.
4, On page 2, line 24, delete the word “that” between the words
“Boul evard” and “incorporates”.
5. On page 3, delete lines 7 through 10 in their entirely and insert

the foll ow ng:

Certain ordi nance and desi gn standard revisions were recommended by
the Lincoln Fringe Area Primary Public Way Corridor Study wth
respect to the inplenentation of a 140 foot w de Boul evard. The
rational e behind those recommendati ons shoul d be eval uated for the
130/ 120 foot corridor. \here applicable, these types of revisions
shoul d be adopted prior to inplenenting this concept when Prinary
Public Way Corridors are wider than the right-of -way shown on figure
31, Inprovenents for Future Road NetworKk.

The Cty and County will endeavor to work together on nethods for
acquiring right-of-way i n advance of devel opnent _and on est abli shing
the nobst practical transition from a rural gravel roadway to an
urban two, four or six |lane section, including funding, engineering,
gr adi ng, drai nage, | andscapi ng, setback waivers, permtted u-turns,
and initial three |ane paving. The potential for inclusion of
addi ti onal roads as Public Way Corridors, and the appropriate nunber
of lanes (two, four, or six), withinthe City's 3-nile area and the
County shoul d be further consi dered and addressed i n t he adoption of
t he 2001 Conprehensi ve Pl an.

There are sone _instance where trails along arterial streets are
necessary to provide alternative transportation routes, trail
connection links and to allow safe trail crossings at arterial
street intersections with controlled traffic lights. Wen a trail
is designated along an arterial roadway in the Lincoln Area Current
and Future Trails Network” then the Public Way Corridor should be
expanded by six additional feet on the side of the right-of-way the
trail is to be |located to accommpdate the proposed trail.
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Along Public Way corridors that are not projected to carry heavy
traffic volunes, it should be considered to all ow hone to have their
front yard along Public Way Corridors, so long as alleys or shared
dri veway approaches are utilized.

Along Public Way Corridors the nedian and | andscaped sides of the
street should be planted with attractive drought resistant ground
cover. Abutting property owners shoul d be encouraged to contribute
a _higher quality |landscape material in the nmedian and | andscaped
sides of the Public Way Corri dor.
6. Substitute the attached Fi gure 32b, Boul evard Concept, as Attachment
“B” to Bill No. O0R- 301
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

DEPUTY CLERK Read t he fol |l owi ng resol ution, i ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry,
who noved its adoption:
A- 80540 WHEREAS, the Directors of Planning, Public Wirks & Utilities, and the

Parks & Recreation Departnents have made application to amend Chapter |V
(Transportation) of the 1994 Lincoln City-Lancaster County Conprehensive
Plan to adopt the Boulevard Concept for Public Way Corridors and to
i ncorporate the Lincoln Fringe Area Primary Public Way Corridor Study by
reference; and

WHEREAS, the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Pl anning Conm ssion has
recomended approval of said proposed anendnent.

NOW THEREFORE, BE |IT RESCOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the 1994 Lincoln City-Lancaster County Conprehensive Plan be
anended as foll ows:
1. Anend Chapter 1V, Transportation, Section C., Future Traffic
Vol unes and Future Urban Street and Road Network, of the 1994 Lincoln
Cty-Lancaster County Conprehensive Plan on page 106(b) to add the
foll owi ng text:
Lincoln Fringe Area Prinmary Public Way Corridors
"Public Way Corridors" is an energing concept reflecting our comunity's
desire to enhance the long term livability of our neighborhoods while
accommodati ng the demand for better vehicular and pedestrian nmobility
al ong maj or transportation routes.
The Lincoln Fringe Area Prinmary Public Way Corridors Study explored
strategies for inplenenting the Public Way Corridor concept for areas
within Lincoln's 3-mile jurisdiction, and is hereby incorporated by
reference as an approved conponent of the Conprehensive Plan. The
devel opnent _of a vision for future Public Way Corridors is the cul m nation
of an eight-nmonth effort undertaken as part of the Conprehensive Plan and
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Update processes. Sone of the
central issues explored during the Public Way Corridor study included:
the creation of a positive physical inmage for the comunity;
saf e and confortable travel by pedestrians and cyclists;
pl acenent of public and private utilities;
attractive urban design and | andscaping, including street
trees; and
alternatives for the addition of future traffic |anes;
efficient roadway and | andscape nmi nt enance.
Figure 32a illustrates the area of application for prinmary Public Wy
Corridors. Fringe Area Public Way Corridors are predoninantly defined by
the mle section line roadway framework as it extends beyond the current
City limt and is generally associated with Lincoln's Future U ban Area
Boundary. Public Way Corridors are related to both the Cty's present
network of arterials and the County road network. The application of
Fringe Area Primary Public Way Corridors is anticipated to expand through
| ater anendnents proposed and evaluated in the future as Lincoln’s Future
Ur ban Area Boundary drows.
Boul evard Concept
The “Boul evard” concept is a vision for Public Way Corridors that creates
a _sense of place and a positive physical inmnge for the community while
addressing the transportation infrastructure needs in_ planned growth

ar eas.

The Boul evard is illustrated on Figure 32b. It is a 120-foot nmultiple use
corridor which expands to 130 feet at mle line intersections. The
Boul evard that i ncorporates vehicular circul ati on, pedestrian circul ation
utilities, lighting, and |andscaping, in a way that facilitates

nei ghbor hood cohesi veness, with consideration given to maintenance and
evolution of the corridor over tine so as to have m ni nrumnegati ve inpact
on_nei ghbor hoods and busi nesses. El enments acconmpdated by this concept
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i ncl ude:

street trees and | andscape screen with | ow nmi nt enance
plant materials

a_ trail and sidewal k for bicycle and pedestri an
circul ation;

up to four through |anes for vehicular traffic;

up to three turn |lanes at major intersections (dua
|l efts and one right turn | ane);

appropriate arrangenent and spacing of underqground
utilities

A Public Way Corridor need not be entirely in the public right-of-way. The
Boul evard should utilize a variety of tools to inplenent the Public Wy
Corridor concept, providing alternatives to right-of-way acquisition such
as _easenents and outlots. Flexibility in |lot depth and setbacks adjacent
to the corridor are planned to ninimze the econonic inpact of the

-

-

Boul evar d.
Figure 32a reflects the grid roadway network that currently exists in the
City and County; however, this illustration is not intended to preclude

variation in the grid network to take advantage of opportunities or
respond to constraints that arise in the future. The application of the
Boul evard Concept is anticipated to be flexible to accompdate a w de
variety of physi cal Ci rcunst ances, i ncludi ng natural f eat ur es,
t opogr aphi cal differences and variations in the size of the devel oping
area adj acent to the corridor.

O di nance and desi gn standard revi sions reconmended by the Lincoln Fringe
Area Primary Public Way Corridor Study are intended to be adopted to
i npl enent _the Boul evard Concept. In particular, revisions reconended
relative to | ot depth and setback requirenents should be adopted prior to
i npl enenti ng the concept.

2. Add Figure 32a, Lincoln Fringe Area Primary Public Wy
Corridors, as shown on Attachnment “A” which is attached hereto and nade a
part hereof by reference.

3. Add Fi gure 32b, Boul evard Concept, as shown on Attachnent “B’
which is attached hereto and nade a part hereof by reference.

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat any other references in said plan which
may be affected by the above-specified anendnents be, and they hereby are
anended to conformto such specific amendnments.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Cook & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: Johnson

APPQO NTI NG LO S COCKERHAM TO THE FOOD ADVI SORY COWM TTEE FOR A FOUR- YEAR TERM
EXPI RING MAY 1, 2004 - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Col een Seng, who noved its adoption
A- 80541 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That the appointnment of Lois Cockerham to the Food Advisory
Conmittee for a 4-year termexpiring May 1, 2004 is hereby approved.
I ntroduced by Col een Seng
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES:. Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF DEC. 4, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M FOR THE MAN. APP. OF THOVAS O
ROST FOR COLUMBUS LI NCCLN HOTEL PROPERTI ES, L.L.C DBA HOLI DAY | NN LI NCOLN

DOWNTOANN LOCATED AT 141 N. 9™ ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Col een Seng, who noved its adoption
A- 80545 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a

hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 4, 2000, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
following Man. App. of Thonas O Rost for Colunbus Lincoln Hotel
Properties, LLC dba "Holiday Inn Lincoln Dowtown" at 141 N. 9th Street.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.

I ntroduced by Col een Seng

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF DEC. 4, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M FOR J.J. KAT, INC. DBA
BREWBKY' S FOOD & SPIRITS FOR AN ADDI TION TO THEI R LI CENSE PREM SE OF AN
AREA APPROX. 20' X 30' TO THE N.W AT 2840 S. 70™ ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read
the following resolution, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson, who noved its
adopti on:

A- 80546 BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of Lincoln, that a hearing date
is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 4, 2000, at 1;30 p.m or as soon thereafter
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as possible in the Gty Council Chanbers, County-City Building, 555 S
10th St., Lincoln, N, for the purpose of considering the follow ng App.
of J.J. Kat, Inc. dba "Brewsky's Food & Spirits" for an addition to their
license premise of an area approximately 20" x 30" to the Northwest at
2840 S. 70th St.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.

I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF DEC. 4, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M FOR W LDERNESS RI DGE LLC, DBA
W LDERNESS RI DGE GOLF COURSE FOR A CLASS “C’ LI QUOR LI CENSE AT 1800 BOX
CANYON Cl RCLE - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resol ution, introduced by
C ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80547 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 4, 2000, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Gty Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui lding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
foll owi ng App. of WIlderness Ridge LLC dba "W | derness Ri dge Gol f Course"
for a Class "C' Liquor License at 1800 Box Canyon Circle.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF DEC. 4, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M FOR THE MAN. APP. OF JAMES BERT
WH TE FOR W LDERNESS RI DGE LLC DBA W LDERNESS RI DGE GOLF COURSE AT 1800
BOX CANYON Cl RCLE - DEPUTY CLERK read the fol |l owi ng resol ution, introduced
by C ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80548 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 4, 2000, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Cty Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
following Man. App. of James Bert Wite for WIderness Ridge, LLC dba
"W derness Ridge Golf Course at 1800 Box Canyon Circle.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF DEC. 11, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M FOR SMG FOOD & BEVERAGE LLC
DBA SMG PERSHI NG MUNI Cl PAL AUDI TORI UM FOR A CLASS “C’ LI QUOR LI CENSE W TH
CATERI NG AT 226 CENTENNI AL MALL SOQUTH - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80549 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 11, 2000, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th ST., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
followi ng App. of SMG Food & Beverage LLC dba "SMG Pershing Minicipal
Audi toriunt for a Class "C' Liquor License with catering at 226 Cent enni al
Mal | Sout h.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF DEC. 11, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M FOR THE MAN. APP. OF DOUGLAS
J. KUHNEL FOR SMG FOOD & BEVERAGE LLC DBA SMG PERSHI NG MUN Cl PAL
AUDI TORI UM AT 226 CENTENNI AL MALL SOUTH - DEPUTY CLERK read the foll ow ng
resol ution, introduced by Ci ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption:

A- 80550 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 11, 2000, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Cty Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th Street., Lincoln, NE for the purpose of considering
the followi ng Man. App. of Douglas J. Kuhnel for SMG Food & Beverage LLC
dba " SMG Pershing Munici pal Auditoriumat 226 Centennial Mall South.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
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I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF 12/11/00 AT 1:30 P.M FOR APP. OF LI GHTHOUSE PROPERTI ES
LLP DBA “BEACON HI LL” AT 5353 N. 27™ ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read the foll owi ng
resol ution, introduced by Col een Seng, who noved its adoption

A- 80551 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 11, 2000, at 1:30 p.m of as
soon thereafter as possible in the Gty Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
foll owi ng App. of Lighthouse Properties LLC dba "Beacon Hill" for a C ass
"I" Liquor License at 5353 N. 27th Street.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Col een Seng
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF 12/ 11/00 AT 1:30 P.M FOR THE MAN. APP. OF CAROCLE LOU SE
REGAN FOR LI GHTHOUSE PROPERTI ES LLP DBA “BEACON HI LL” AT 5353 N. 27™ ST
- DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resolution, introduced by Col een Seng,
who noved its adoption:

A- 80552 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., Dec. 11, 2000, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Cty Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
following Man. App. of Carole Louise Regan for Lighthouse Properties LLC
dba "Beacon Hill" at 5353 N. 27th Street.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Col een Seng
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ADOPTI NG THE LI NCOLN ELECTRI C SYSTEM ANNUAL OPERATI NG & CAPI TAL | MPROVEMENTS
BUDGET FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2001 - DEPUTY CLERK read the followng
resol ution, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption

A- 80554 WHEREAS, under the provisions of Section 4.24.090 of the Lincoln
Muni ci pal Code, a proposed annual budget for the operation of the Lincoln
El ectric System (LES) for 2001 was approved by the LES Administrative
Board on Cctober 20, 2000; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the above-cited code section, a public hearing
on the proposed budget was hel d on Novenber 6, 2000, notice thereof having
been published in one issue of the Lincoln Journal Star, newspaper
publ i shed and of general circulation in the City nore than five (5) days
bef ore such heari ng;

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

1. That pursuant to the provisions of Section 4.24.090 of the
Li ncol n Muni ci pal Code, the Lincoln Electric System Annual Budget for the
fiscal year begi nning January 1, 2001, a copy of which is attached hereto
and nmade a part of this resolution as fully as if set forth verbatim
herein, is hereby adopted, and all funds listed therein are hereby
appropriated for the several purposes therein stated.

That all noney received and any of the aforesaid funds in
excess of the estinmated bal ances and receipts set forth in said budget
shal |l be credited to the unappropriated surplus of such funds.

3. That all nonies received and set apart for the operation and
mai nt enance of the Lincoln Electric System and all nonies received from
any source that are required to be applied to the costs of said operation
and nmai ntenance, shall be deposited in the appropriate operation and
mai nt enance account, and paid out upon the order of those persons
designated by the LES Admi ni strative Board.

4, That by adoption of the Capital |nprovenents Budget, the City
Counci | hereby authorizes the acquisition of all necessary right-of -way,
easenents, or other interests in land, by purchase if possible, by
condemmation i f necessary, for those projects included within the Capita
| mprovenent s Budget .

5. That, to the extent capital inprovenents for transnission and
distribution facilities of LES are made from LES revenue and ot her funds
in excess of the mininmumyearly capital inprovenents required by Section
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4.7 of Odinance No. 11902, it is intended that the anpbunt of such
expendi tures, which is not reasonably expected to exceed $50, 000, 000 shal
be rei nbursable to the LES revenue and ot her funds t hrough t he i ssuance of
future electric systemrevenue bonds there being no funds of LES or the
City reserved, allocated on a |ong-termbasis or otherw se set aside (or
reasonably expected to be reserved, allocated on a long-term basis or
otherw se set aside) to provide permanent financing for the expenditures
rel ated to such expenditures, other than pursuant to the i ssuance of such
el ectric system revenue bonds, this Resolution being determned to be
consistent with the budgetary and financial circunstances of LES and the
City as they exist or are reasonably foreseeable on the date hereof.

6. There is hereby appropriated all noney received from any
source as grants or donations received for public purposes.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ORDI NANCES - 1ST & 2ND READI NG

CREATI NG WATER DI STRICT NO 1181 I N GLADSTONE STREET FROM 35TH TO 36TH STREETS
AND I N 36TH STREET FROM GLADSTONE TO HARTLEY STREETS - DEPUTY CLERK read
an ordi nance, introduced by Col een Seng, creating Water District No. 1181
designating the real estate to be benefitted, providing for assessnent of
the costs of the inprovenents constructed therein, providing for the
acquisition of easenents and additional right-of-way, if necessary, and
repealing all ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith, the
first time.

CREATI NG PAVI NG DI STRICT NO. 2619 I N GLADSTONE STREET FROM 35TH TO 36TH STREETS
AND I N 36TH STREET FROM GLADSTONE TO HARTLEY STREETS - DEPUTY CLERK read
an ordi nance, introduced by Coleen Seng, creating Paving District No.
2619, defining the linmts thereof, establishing the width of the grading
to be done, providing for the curbing, guttering, and relaying of
si dewal ks, providing for the paynent of the cost thereof, designating the
property to be benefitted, providing for the acquisition of easenents and
additional right-of-way, if necessary, and repealing all ordinances or
parts of ordinances in conflict herewith, the first tine.

CREATI NG PAVI NG DI STRICT NO. 2620 IN N.W 10TH STREET FROM WEST DAWES TO WVEST
BELMONT STREETS - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Col een
Seng, creating Paving District No. 2620, defining the limts thereof,
establishing the width of the roadway to be paved and the width of the
gradi ng to be done, providing for the curbing, guttering, and rel ayi ng of
si dewal ks, providing for the paynent of the cost thereof, designating the
property to be benefitted, providing for the acquisition of easenents and
additional right-of-way, if necessary, and repealing all ordinances or
parts of ordinances in conflict herewith, the first tine.

CREATI NG ALLEY PAVI NG DI STRICT NO. 359 I N THE EAST/ WEST ALLEY BETWEEN 47TH AND
48TH STREETS FROM LOWELL AVENUE TO PRESCOTT AVENUE - DEPUTY CLERK read an
ordi nance, introduced by Coleen Seng, creating Alley Paving No. 359,
defining the linmts thereof, establishing the width of the roadway to be
paved and the width of the grading to be done, providing for the curbing,
guttering, and relaying of sidewal ks, providing for the paynment of the
cost thereof, designating the property to be benefitted, providing for the
acqui sition of easements and additional right-of-way, if necessary, and
repealing all ordinances or parts or ordinances in conflict herewith, the
first time.

APPROVI NG AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND VWESTERN W RELESS FOR THE CONSTRUCTI ON
AND OPERATI ON OF A PCS ANTENNA FOR A COMMUNI CATI ONS FACILITY ON THE 911
TOANER ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT 14TH AND M LI TARY ROAD - DEPUTY
CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Col een Seng, the City of Lincoln,
desires to | ease space on its 911 tower, generally located at 14th and
Mlitary Road, to WAC License LLC, a Delaware limted liability conpany
(hereinafter "WAC') for tel econmuni cation uses on the tower and associ at ed
ground space, the first tine.

VACATI NG WEST NANCE STREET FROM N.W 10TH STREET WEST TO THE CORNHUSKER
H GHWAY/ | - 80 RI GHT- OF- WAY - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
Col een Seng, vacating West Nance Street fromN W 10th Street, west to the
Cor nhusker Hi ghway/1-80 right-of-way, and retaining title thereto in the
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Cty of Lincoln, Lancaster County, Nebraska, the first tine.

AMENDI NG THE CORPORATE LIM TS OF THE CI TY BY ANNEXI NG APPROXI MATELY 135. 7 ACRES
OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT N.W 48TH STREET AND W ADAMS STREET.
(1 N CONNECTI ON W 00- 213, O0R- 317, O0OR-318, O0R-319) - DEPUTY CLERK read an
ordi nance, introduced by Col een Seng, anmendi ng Section 2 of Odinance N
8730 passed May 17, 1965, as |ast anended by Section 1 of O dinance No.
17566 passed Novenber 1, 1999, prescribing and defining the corporate
limts of the City of Lincoln and repealing said Section 2 of Odinance
No. 8730 passed May 17, 1965, as |ast anmended by Section 1 of O dinance
No. 17566 passed Novenber 1, 1999, as hitherto existing, the first tine.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3248 - APPLI CATI ON OF M&S CONSTRUCTI ON AND THE LI NCOLN CHAMBER OF
COWERCE FOR A CHANGE OF ZONE FROM 1-2 INDUSTRIAL TO H 4 GENERAL
COWVERCI AL, B-2 PLANNED NEI GHBORHOOD, AND R-3 RESI DENTI AL, ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT N. W 48TH STREET AND W ADAMS STREET. (I N CONNECTI ON
W 00-212, OOR-317, OOR-318, O0O0OR-319) - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Coleen Seng, anending the Lincoln Zoning District Maps
attached to and nade a part of Title 27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, as
provi ded by Section 27.05.020 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, by changing
the boundaries of the districts established and shown thereon, the first
tinme.

AMENDI NG THE CORPORATE LIM TS OF THE CI TY BY ANNEXI NG APPROXI MATELY 37 ACRES OF
PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED SOUTH OF HI GHWAY 2 BETWEEN SOUTH 70TH STREET
AND PI NE LAKE ROAD. (I N CONNECTI ON W 00- 215, OOR-320) - DEPUTY CLERK read
an ordi nance, introduced by Col een Seng, amendi ng Section 10 of O di nance
No. 8730, passed May 17, 1965, as |ast amended by Section 1 of O dinance
No. 17577, passed Novenber 15, 1999, prescribing and defining the
corporate linmts of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska; and repealing Section
10 of Ordinance No. 8730 passed May 17, 1965, as |ast anended by Section
1 of Ordinance No. 17577, passed Novenber 15, 1999, as hitherto existing,
the first tinme.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3282 - APPLI CATI ON OF LI VI NGSTON | NVESTMENT, | NC. FOR A CHANGE OF
ZONE FROM AGR AGRI CULTURAL RESIDENTIAL TO B-2 PLANNED NEI GHBORHOOD
BUSI NESS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED SOUTHEAST OF 70TH AND H GHWAY 2.
(I'N CONNECTION WO00-214, O0OO0OR-320) - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Coleen Seng, anending the Lincoln Zoning District Maps
attached to and nade a part of Title 27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, as
provi ded by Section 27.05.020 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, by changing
the boundaries of the districts established and shown thereon, the first
tinme.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3204 - APPLI CATI ON OF PLANNI NG DI RECTOR FOR A CHANGE OF ZONE FROM
P PUBLIC USE TO R-3 RESI DENTI AL AND FROM R-3 RESI DENTI AL TO P PUBLI C USE
ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT NORTH 84TH AND HOLDREGE STREETS - DEPUTY
CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Annette MRoy, anmendi ng the Lincoln
Zoning District Maps attached to and nmde a part of Title 27 of the
Li ncol n Muni ci pal Code, as provided by Section 27.05.020 of the Lincoln
Muni ci pal Code, by changing the boundaries of the districts established
and shown thereon, the second tine.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3287 - APPLI CATION OF LINCOLN LAND & MORTGAGE COWPANY FOR A
CHANGE OF ZONE FROM R-3 RESIDENTIAL TO R 1 RESIDENTIAL ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT SOUTH 73RD STREET AND THOVASBROOK LANE - DEPUTY CLERK
read an ordinance, introduced by Annette MRoy, anending the Lincoln
Zoning District Maps attached to and made a part of Title 27 of the
Li ncol n Muni ci pal Code, as provided by Section 27.05.020 of the Lincoln
Muni ci pal Code, by changing the boundaries of the districts established
and shown thereon, the second tine.

VACATI NG A PORTION OF SOUTH 16TH STREET I N NEAR VAVRI NA BOULEVARD LOCATED I N
VAVRI NA MEADOAS - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Annette
McRoy, vacating a portion of South 16th Street in Vavrina Meadows, and
retaining title thereto in the Cty of Lincoln, Lancaster County,
Nebraska, the second tine. (SEE COUNCI L ACTI ON UNDER "ORDI NANCE - 3RD
READI NG'. )

VACATI NG A PORTI ON OF PI NE LAKE ROAD FROM THE VEST LI NE OF LAZY ACRES SUBDI VI SI ON
WEST TO THE RAI LROAD RI GHT- OF- WAY, GENERALLY LOCATED WEST OF SOUTH 14TH
STREET AND PI NE LAKE ROAD - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
Annette MRoy, vacating Pine Lake Road fromthe west |ine of Lazy Acres
Subdi vi sion west to therailroad right-of-way, and retaining title thereto



REGULAR MEETI NG
NOv. 20, 2000
PAGE 692

inthe Gty of Lincoln, Lancaster County, Nebraska, the second tine.

PENDI NG LI ST -

CAWVP Moved to extend the Pending List for 1 week.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

UPCOM NG RESOLUTI ONS

CAMVP So noved.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

CAWVP Moved to approve the resolutions to have Public Hearing on Nov. 27,
2000.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ADJ OURNVENT
4:12 P.M
CAWP Moved to adjourn the City Council Meeting of Nov. 20, 2000.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

So ordered.

Joan E. Ross, Deputy City Cerk

Judy Roscoe, O fice Assistant 111



